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IT may be proper to nform the Reader, that this V-

dication of the Genuinenefs of Lord Clarendon’s Hi-
STORY printed at OXFORD, was drawn up aboat twelve
Jears ago: and that an extral® of it was publifp’'d
tn 1be Weekly Mifcellany. Mr. Oldmixon’s Slander
. gave the occafion; the injury dome by him to the fup-
pos'd Editors, and tbat learned Body, of which I was
" @ member, demanded fome anfwer: my zeal for thew
reputation was the motive promplting me to the under-
taking. Bp. Averbury’'s Vindication led the way ; the
example gave encouragement. My acqaaintance with
Dr. George Clarke, a common friend both of the Cla:
rendon-family and Dean Aldrich,” wid.with Bp. Tan-
ner, and fome other perfons cf lotg Landing in the
Univerfity, gave a favourable opposmmty of purfuing
my enquirics o this bead to govd ’wfufe < “under theit .
direllion and offiSance thefe “nitites wére. fob’ec‘i'cdﬂ
wbich, with my obfervations upon thewrs, m«aw com-
municated to the Publick.

It is to be remark'd that that part of tbe/é Papers,
which was publifb’d in the Weekly Mifcellany, bad re-
lation only to one point, viz. the confutation of Mr.
Oldmixon’s charge. It was at that time thought un-
neceffary o proceed any farther : the publication of the
remainder was [ufpended, till either fome Reply, or

Jome new cavil or exception gave Jfrefb occafion to pro-
a2 [fecate




Preface.

Jecute the controverfy. - Something was indeed publif’d
smproperly calld a Reply to Bp. Atterbury: and fome
time afterward another thing forc'd it's way tnto the
world, call’d a Reply to the groundlefs reflexions of
Oxonienfis gyc. but both thefe were fuch performances,
as plainly fhew'd the difirefs of the baffled Pampbleteer,
deferted by bis Pouchers, without defence, without ex-
cufe, without fhame, and without ingenuity cither ta -
acknowledge the miflake, or retrall the Shander; fo
that, as by the manuer of oppofition ke appears ta bave
in cffel? given up the point, as no luger defenfible, I
might [afely let the difpute reft apon the prefent foor.,
ing. However fome few flriures on the firf} perfor-
mance are inferted in thefe Papers: and a Reply to the
latter was publiflyd in the Weekly Mifcellany.

In the mean while it must be own'd that the world
bad reafon to expell fomewhat more than the bare con-
futation of Mr Oldmnxon.r zmprobab/e Slory: an ac-
count of the. teuRite of the matter in difpute bas
been Jong Jeﬁra’ being that, which alone cow'd give
t{:e be st jatzsfac?’zon to.al rational enquirers. We are
4pé o wmpfam of-negel in our Predeceffors for not
prejé-r'vmg and-Jeanmitting 1o us notices of falks well
known't% tsir days, and Jrefb in their memories 5 yet
at the [ame time we ourfelves are often, I know not
bow, infenfibly led into the fame neglel?. Generous
wminds commonly overlook with a like contempt bith the
weaknefs and bolanefs of ill-grounded reports; --- and
the gemerality of mankind, being lefs interefled, are ac-
cordingly le[s attentive to matters of this kind; fo thar
it often happens that little or o cave is taken to unde-

ceiue



Preface.

ceive Poflerity, to whom the mificprefentation is banded
down without the reafans, by which it is difprovid and
confuted : or, if fuch care fbow'd be taken in any parti-
cular inStance, yet it may not be found fufficient 2o an-
Jwer the main purpofe, to produce a general convilZion
or [atisfalRion. Many inquifitive perfons want to know
“more of the merits of the caufe than what is contain'd
- 3m the anfwers to objeiFions bitberto made, and, while
2hey think themfelves kept in the dark, are apt to grow
uncafy and [ufpicious : Sitll-the point lies open to fome
other exceptions : the affailants repuls'd in their fuft
attack, as they know not the Strength of the Firtrefs,
Jatter themfelues with fucce[s in an astempt on ano-
ther guarter. And accordingly in the prefent cafe, if
. 2his [lander of Mr.Oldmixon be meyer reviv'd, yet
[ome other Story of like kind, built on like bear-fay evi-
dence, may perbaps be rais'd at fome diflance of time,
when moSt men may probably want inclination, and
. few men are_ furnifb’d with proper materials for dif-
proving ke falfehood. In fuch circumiZances we per-
' cetve the expediency of laping before the publick the true
Sate of this affair as it bas come to our bnowledge, as
- being the moSt likely means 1o [etthe men's notions about
she poimt, and preclude all cavils on this bead for the
Juture.  In this, as well as other cafes, inconveniences
may at firfé be cafily prevented, which cannot after-
wards be eafily remov'd : the fooner any thing is done
for this purpsfe [o much the better, fince the diffwculty
is ltke 80 consinaally encreafe in proption to the greater
diftance of time. '
Pefides, the confideration of the verious ca/mlltﬂ

ine



Preface.

incident to Perfons and things points out the danger,
whbich generally attends delays in thefe proceedings. We
Jee what bas alrcady happen'd, fince the firS? drawing
up thefe papers: Bp. Tanner, Dr. George Clarke, and
Otbers, whofe mames I bad occafion to mention, are
dead ; and indeed but few Perfons are now alive, who
bad any immediate knowledge of the point in debate :
and it might bappen that all the evidences themfelves
might bave been loft togetber with the Perfons of thofe,
by whoms they were colle@ed; efpecially as there feem’'d
20 be wo neceffity of trombling the world any further,
either by a fuller confutation of exploded flanders, oy
2he [pecial proofs of a point, which ought to be taken
Jor granted. Thefe circamStances being confider'd, we
may perceive how expedient it is to make a timely afe
of thofe means of defence we at prefemt bave in our
bands ; which thro’ onr negligence and annecefSary delays
are in danger of beiug loft or impair’d, and cannot perbaps
afterwards withour the greatefl difficulty be recover'd.

Thefe confiderations fuggefied by Perfoms, to whofe
Judgment I owe great deference, bave determin’d me
10 longer to defer the publication of all that I bad wrote
on this fubfed : bowever late it comes into the world, 7
bope it will not be thought unfeafonable, or unacceptable
40 the Pablick. :

The Reader is already inform'd that part of thefe pa-
pers was publifyd in the Weekly Mifcellany 1732-3:
be will there find mention made of [everal Perfons as

 then living, who are fince dead: thus for example I
appeal 2o Dr.Terry as ready to vouch the trath of a
fa? afferted; and I [peak of a MS. as at prefent in

the
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the Poffeffion of Dr. Clarke dyc. Now 7 muft bere ad-
vertife bim that be will find the mention made of thofe
perfons without any alteration, in the fame manner in
which it was firS? publifb'd : and accordingly be is de-
Jir'd to make allowances for the date of time, and other
circumyflances of he like kind.

Several Papers, to which 7 bad occafion to refer, are
bere [ubjoin'd by way of Appendix. Bp. Auerbury’s
Vindication is a performance, wbich muft pleafe every
judicious Reader;, and as it [ets forth at large the
grounds of Mr. Oldmixon’s charge together with the
confutation, 1t might perbaps with more propriety be
prefix’d as the beft Preface I cow'd offer 5 and indeed
7t 15 fuch a one as wou'd make a good part of the follow-
ing Papers appear lefs nece/fary.

Mr. Wogan's tefiimonial commanicated in the mosE
angenuous obliging manner dewnands my mof} thankful
Acknowledgement: at the fame time it will alfo be ac-
. ceptable to the Reader, as it contains new and curious
matter, and, as far as it goes, the mofi pertinent and
deciftve evidence.

I bave inferted Mr. Oldmixon’s Reply to Oxonien-
fis ---- that bis friends may not complain of wunfair pro-
ceeding if any thing alledg’d in bis favour was fup-
pre[s'd, and that the world may be convinc’d bow little
b: bad to [ay in bis own defence : I [how’d not otherwife
bave troubled the Reader with fuch an idle impertinens
Paper. '

With regard to what is added concerning the Eixdy
BamAno —-—- [ cannot diffemnble that I was willingly led
Jrom the confideration of a fimilar cafe 1o flate that con-

roverfy,



Preface.
troverfy, and glad of the occafion to remove ill-gtounded
presudices, and vindicate the genuimenefs of tbat exul-
lent work.

Upon the whole, I am [enftible of the various defel's
incident to performances of this kind, fuch as are per-
fonal altercations, — tedious details of minute. circaum-
Stances, — refletions, — and digreffions - ¢y, thefe,
as they could not cafily be avoided, will I bope be more
readily excas’d.

To conclude, if the publication of thefe papm Jball be
found to ferve any good parpofe, --- to reFify mifiakes --
remove prejudices --- obviate objecFions --- vindicate the
charalZer of wortly perfons injur'd — and give fatif-
Jfaltion to the reafmable enguirer, my defign is well
anfwer'd.  And moreover, as far as the Credit of this
Hiftory is connelded with the proofs of it's genuine-
nefs, 7 fhall bave an additional reafon to be pleas’d with
the fuccefs of my endeavours, inafmuch as I am per-
fwaded that this Hiffory, (whatever defels or faults
it may bave in common with all other comipofisions of
Like kind) 15 founded upon the mof} complete view and
knowledge of the Englith Conflitution: and all along

"inculcates thofe Political principles, the influence of
which promotes and preferves the common bappinefs, by
Jecuring 10 the Crown as great a fhare of Authority as
any good Prince can defire, and to the People as great a
Jbare of Liberty as is confifient with the Loyalty of &
good Snbject.

THE
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The GENUVINENESss of

Ld Clarendsn’s Hiftory
VINDICATED.

HE Genuinenefs of the Lord Cr a-
RENDONS Hiftory of the Rebel-
lion Ge. printed at Oxford has been
call'd in queftion upon very infuf-

ficient evidence, and in a very indecent man-
- ‘mer. An acCufation of forgery, of interpolating
the Copy has been advanc'd againft the fup-
pos'd Editors; and the Univerfity of Oxfird
is in fome degree involvid in the imputation.
Some Vindication has with reafon been wifh'd
for and expe@ed from. that Place, which is
more immediately affe@ed by the flander; and
efpecially at zhis time, while many perfons are
fill living, who by their knowledge of the
_ matter in difpute are enabled to difprove the
charge. Cavils and exceptions, however frivo-
lous and groundlefs in themfelves, ought now
no longer to pafs unregarded. When once
they have the fortane to be receiv'd with ap-
plaufc, and are likely to grow into popular

notions,
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notions, they then begin to affume an air of
importance, they then provoke our notice,
and require fome fatisfaCtory anfwer or pub-
lick animadverfion. To confute mifreprefen-
tations in fuch a cafe is a debt of juftice to
the World, which has a right to be undeceived;
a debt of juftice to the characers of the Par-
ties injured by the falfe accufation, as well as to
the memory of that excellent Patriot and Hifto-
rian, to whofe moderate counfels we owe chief-
ly the prefervation of our civil and religious
eftablifhments.

I muft here remark the peculiar difficulties
and difadvantages attending the vindication of
Parties deceas’d and publick Bodies. With re-
gard to the /iving, an attack upon their repu-
tation is follow'd by an apparent hazard; for
the Party aggrievd wou'd immediately ftand
up in his own defence, and demand fatisfa.
¢ion for the injury. But with regard to the
deceas'd the cafe is different. Private friends,
who disbelieve, may perhaps loudly exprefs
their refentment of the wrong, but fuch vin-
dication is generally confin'd to the narrow
circle of their acquaintance; it feldom hap-
pens that they enter into a publick difpute,
and trouble the world with a confutation of
the falfechood: fo that the very impudence in

publifh-
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publithing gives the Slanderer an advantage,
which diftance of time will continually im-
prove. And with regard to publick Bodies 'tis
a well-known obfervation, that the members
are feldom forward to intereft themfelves in
any caufe where they are not perfonally affe@-
ed: {o that no man makes that his particular
bufinefs, which is the general concern of the
Community. I here mention thefe remarks to
thew that in the ordinary courfe of things it
cannot be expected, but that many provoking -
- cavils and objetions fhould pafs unregarded
and unanfwer'd; and that therefore in fuch
circumftances it woud be injurious to inter-
pret the filence of any Party, who is not per-
fonally interefted, as a prefumptive proof of
guilt; or admit Mr. Oldmixon’s charge as true,
merely becaufe it has not yet been confuted
by a formal Anfwer. :

However, that bold falfehoods may not be
propagated without contradi&tion and confu-
tation, I offer to the publick the following
Vindication, in which I endeavour to prove
the genuinenefs of the Oxford Edition. It
might perhaps in the prefent cafe be thought
fufficient to anfwer Obje@ions as far as they
‘hitherto have been advancd; and indeed it
is much eafier to difproye mifreprefentations

. S A2 than
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than to eftablifh truth ; Yet, confidering the un-
fettled notions and variety of conjeures on
this head, 1 fhall proceed farther; and in order
to preclude many exceptions for the future,
and give competent fatisfaCtion to reafonable
- enquirers, I fhall endeavour to lay down the
true ftate of the cafe from the beft notices I
could colle& in the courfe of my enquiries :
Imperfe& as they are, they.may be fufficient
to inform the ignorance of fome, to reQify
the miftakes of others, and perhaps give occa-
fion to perfons favourd with better oppor-
tunities and abilities to communicate to the
world a more fatisfaGory account.

But, before I proceed to examine the charge
of forgery publifh'd by Mr, Oldmsxon, in order
to give the Reader a more full and diftin&
view of this fubje@, I fhall carry back his at-
tention to the time of the publication of the
work, and confider the proofs of genuinenefs,
which it brought with it into the world, and the
reception, which from that time it has all a-
long met with.

"Tis an allow'd principle, that the genuine-
-nefs of every book may fairly be prefum'd, 'till
there appears fome Evidence to the contrary,
Now this prefumption rifes in proportion to
the moral charaGer of thofe, thro’ whofe hands

| the
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the work comes’into the world ; and accord-
ingly, when it happens that they are perfons
remarkable for their integrity as well as high
Station, the evidence brought to overthrow it
muft be proportionably full and clear. Now
this Evidence is cither external, or internal, is
either fuch, as arifes from the reffimony of o-
thers; or is fuch, as is contain'd in the work
it felf; arifing either from fome notorious in-
_congruities in the flile, or inconfiftencies in
the fafls themfelves, or the circumfPances, with
which they are related, or from fome manifeft
difagreement with the known fentiments of '
the Author.

They, who are converfant in works of Cri-,
ticifm, cannot but obferve, that this latter kind
of evidence has in many inftances been fuc-
cefsfully applied. Interpolations, and many
other indire& pra&ices of the like nature have
frequently been deteed; and the genuine
parts of an Author accurately diftinguifh'd
from the fpurious. Such frauds being gene-
rally manag'd either with too little art, or the
appearance of too much art, have often carried
with themfelves the means of their difcovery.
The management of fuch a defign is difhoneft;
.a good man wou'd not be engag'd in it: It is
withal dangerous; a wife man would fee ;ca-

ons
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fons to be difcourag’d from the attempt: It
is moreover a task of no fmall difficulty; a
weak head is not equal to it. So that fome
very folid and fubftantial grounds muft ap-
pear, before any candid judge will be per-
fwaded to credit any imputation of that kind.
Accordingly, pofthumous works, publifh’d by
fome friend of the deceas'd author, are with-
out {cruple receivid for genuine. Many va-
luable pieces have by thefe means been com-
municated to the publick : and he, who with-
out fome fpecial reafon, calls their authority
in queftion, wou'd be efteem’d an unreafonable
and uncharitable man. I wou’'d therefore de-
fire all Critical Objetors, before they fix the
Amputation of forgery upon any particular book,
to examine impartially the grounds on which
they proceed, and then apply their arguments
to all other cafes of like nature, and confi-
der their force when thus carried on to the
autmoft Extent. An Argument, which proves
too much, proves nothing ; it deftroys it {elf.
A good Reafoner would not ufe fuch in dif-
putation: A wife man woud be cautious how
he admits any conclufion to-ferve a prefent
turn, which in it's natural cendency will wound
him in his more valuable interefts. If there-
fore the fame reafons, upon which they deny
the
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the genuinenefs of zhis particular hiftory, may
be with equal force applied to overthrow the
eftablifh’'d authority of many other pofthumons
works, whofe credit they would moft zealoufly
fupport; ‘tis to be hoped, that out of a tender
regard.to them, they would be induc’'d to mo-
derate their cenfures, and be convinc'd of the
folly of their reafonings from the mifchief of
their tendency, and defift from fuch an invi-
dious and hazardous attempt.

Let us here obferve that as on one hand in-
congraities of Stile, of circumftances and fa&s
are marks, which betray the forgery, fo, on
the other-hand, the appearance of the contra-
ry qualities fhou'd by parity of reafon recom-
mend every work with the fair prefumption of
it's genuinenefs; and this more efpecially holds,
where the {fubjec matter of the hiftory is fome
important controverted point, in which the in-
tereft of any Party is thought to be concern'd.
Where men’s paffions are {o nearly touch'd,
they will be difpos'd to overlook no blemifh,
and the offenfive work will be examin'd with
the moft infidious Cariofity. Warm Party-
men generally fet up for able Criticks in hifto-
ry; here is matter upon which they are for-
ward to exercife their skill. All obnoxious
parts of the beteredos Author are feverely ;cf:

- ur
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furd and purged away by this fort of Political
inquifition, and the ftubborn affertions, which
cannot be difprov'd, are fure to be diferedst-
ed; and, if any internal mark of forgery can
be perceived, without doubt it will foon be
exaggerated to the utmoft by fuch perfons,
who are prompted by Party-zeal, as well as
the common vanity of Criticks, to triumph in
a difcovery fo meritorious, which at once feems
to ferve the intereft of their caufe, and to pay
no {mall compliment to their fagacity.

Now to apply thefe confiderations to the
prefent cafe : "tis well known that Lord (/a-
rendon’s Hiftory treats of a point, which few
Readers think on with indifference ; it feems
not lefs to inflame their paffions, than excite
their curiofity. The very {ubje has given of-
fence to fome people, and the * Tr¢le-Page has
been efteem’d a Libel; and from thence the
whole performance has been prejudg’d and
condemn'd. But the moft inquifitive Criticks,
thofe who neither wanted ability or inclina-
tion to difcredit a work, which was not agree-
able to their notions, were never able to dif-
tinguith any nternal marks of forgery; nor
have they upon any difcovery of ¢hzs kind pre-

a. Crit. Hift. v. 1. p. 42,
fum'd
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fum'd to call the genuinenefs of the work in
queftion: From whence I may be allow'd to
conclude that there never appear'd any grounds
for fuch an imputation. On the contrary,
throughout the whole work, a work of fo great
length and nicety, there appears in the file,
which is diftinguifh’'d by peculiarities inimita-
ble, fuch an-exa& uniformity; and in the
matter, fuch a remarkable congruity with the
avow'd fentiments, and known charaer of the
Author, that, as far as the genuinenefs of a
writing can be afcertained by internal eviden-
ces, the judicious Reader will find abundant
reafon to conclude that this is the genuine per-
formance of Epwarp E. of CLARENDON.

As far then as prefumptions in any cafe are
to be admitted, furely thofe on the favourable
fide ought to take place rather than thofe of
an invidious nature ; and therefore, fince the
circumftances above-mentiond carry in them
as fair a prefumptive argument on the favour-
able fide of the queftion as any cafe of that
kind admits, we have here fufficient grounds
to fhew candour in our judgment without the
imputation of foolifh ¢redulity, and reft in our
prefent perfwafion upon fuch probable evi-
dence.

But, befides thefe prefumptions and internal -

_ marks
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marks of genuinenefs, I obferve in the fecond
place, the work comes accompanied with a fuf-
ficient external evidence, viz. the teftimony of
the Editors. Who they were might eafily be
learnt from the Preface to the firft volume.
Though the name of the writer be induftrionf-
ly concealed, yet the fubje&-matter of feveral
paffages plainly points out the perfons, by
whom alone it could with- any truth or pro-
priety be fo feelingly afferted ; the Sons of the
noble Author, Henry E. of Clarendon and Larw-
rence E. of Rochefer. The fagacity of a Criti-
cal enquirer might eafily have difcoverd this;
and furely it behoved Mr. O/dmixon to have
been well affur'd of this point before he threw
out his random-cenfures. Tho’ we diftinguith
only the E. of Rochefter's Pen, yet we muft un-
“derftand the Preface as addrefs'd to the world
by the joint authority of both Brothers. . It
came to the Prefs written by the Ear/'s hand:
for the truth of this fa& I appeal to the
Rev. Dr. Terry then corre@or of the Prefs.
To this I add what I myfelf heard afferted by
. the Rev. Mr. Cole, a Perfon of unexception-
able charaer and in great confidence with
‘the Earl, who had livd in the Clarendon fa-
mily above thirty years, viz. that he at feve-
- ral times faw the Ear!/ writing it, and tll;ac
r.
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Dr. Aldrich frequently came over to Cornbury-
houfe and affifted in revifing it.

The Dedications alfo appear'd to be written
by the fame hand ; the matter fo agreeable to
his known political Sentiments, and the antho-
ritative manner of addrefs plainly fpeat the
Writer the ‘Unkle to Queen ANN.

From the E. of Clarendon’s laft Will and Te-
ftament, which the Reader will find fubjoin'd .
to thefe Papers, it appears that both Brothers
were made joint Executors of their Father's
will: «jointly entrufted with all their Father’s
“papers and writings of what kind foever, left
«entirely to their difpofal, as they fhou'd be
“advis'd, either by fupprefling or publithing,
“by the advice and approbation of my Lord
«Arch-Bp. of Canterbury, (Arch-Bp. Sheldon)
“and the Bp. of Winchefter, (Bp. Morley) whom
“their Father entreated to be overfeers of His
“Will.” Both Brothers then muft be efteem’d
the proper Editors of their Father's hiftory,
which they jointly prefent to the Publick, with
a declaration of their fidelity in the following
Words: “They, who put out this Hiftory,
““durft not take upon them to make any alte-
“ration in a work of this kind, folemnly left
“with them to be publifh'd, (whenever it fhou'd
“be publifh'd) as it was delivered to th?}nt;"

e
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The Sons of the Noble Author, who had the
cuftody and revifal of the original MS. gave
the world this affurance of the genuinenefs of
the Oxford Edition: A circumftance, of fuffi-
cient weight to determine the queftion! A
reafonable man need require no further proof,
but readily accept as authentick what thus
comes out printed by their dire¢tion, and au-
thoriz'd by their teftimony. ‘

Since the proofs of their good Charaer vir-
taally affert the genuinenefs of the Work pub-
lil'd by their direGion, I beg leave to pro-
duce the teftimony of an Hiftorian on all oc-
cafions very fparing of his praifes ; Bp. Burnet
in his hiftory of his own times Vol. L. p. 257,
258. I chufe totranfcribe at length the whole
chara@er of the two Brothers, mix'd as it is
with circamftances which do not much relate
to our prefent purpofe, rather than give an
imperfe@ extra®, which might be liable to
- the imputation of partiality.

“I will end this relation of Lord Clarendon’s
“fall with an Account of his two Sons. The
“Eldeft, now E. of Clarendon, is a man natu-
“rally fincere ; he is a friendly and good na-
“tur'd man: he keeps an exa& journal of all
“that paffes, and is pun@ual to tedioufnefs in
tall that he relates: he was early engag'd in

t“oreat
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“great {ecrets; for his Father, ‘apprehending
“of what fatal confequence it wou'd have been
“to the King's affairs, if his correfpondence
“had been difcover'd by unfaithful Secreta-
“ries, engaged him when very young to write -
“all his Letters to England in cypher; fo that
“he was generally half the day writing in cy-
“pher and decyphering; and was fo difcreet,
“as well as faithful, that nothing was ever dif-
“cover'd by him. He continued to be ftill the
“Perfon whom his Father trufted moft, and
“was the moft belov'd of all the family. For
“he was humble and obliging, tho’ fometimes
«peevifh ; his judgment was not to be much
¢“depended on, for he was, much carried by
< vulgar prejudices and falfe notions. He was
“much in the Queen’s favour, and was her
% Chamberlain long. His father’s being fo vio-
«Jently profecuted on the account of her mar-
“riage, made that fhe thought herfelf bound
“to prote& him in a particular manner. He
“was fo provok'd at the ill ufage his Father
- “met with, that he ftrack in violently with the
«Party, that oppos'd the Court; and the King
«{poke always of him with Sharpnefs and much
«Scorn.
“His Brother, now E. of Rochefter, is aman
“of far greater parts: he has a good Pen, but
«{peaks
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“{peaks not gracefully: he was thought the
«{mootheft man in Court, and, durmg all the
«difpute concerning his Father, he made his
«court {o dextroufly, that no refentments ever
«appear'd on that head. When he came into
“bufinefs and rofe to high Pofts, he grew vio-
“lent; but was thought an uncorrupt man:
“he has high notions of government, and
¢thinks it muft be maintain'd with great fe-
“verity. He delivers up his own notions to
“his Party that he may lead them; he paffes
¢«for a Sincere man, and feems to have too
“much heat to be falfe.”

Such was the character of the two Brothers,
the Editors of this work, given by Bp, Burnet :
A charaéer fufficient to give weight to their
affertions. And now upon the whole, from
what has been offerd, I am led to conclude
that this work brought into the world with it
as fair prefumptions, and as ftrong internal evi-
dences of genuinenefs, as can be requird in
any cafe of this kind : and, befides this, the
external evidence of teftimony, the teftimony
of two confiderable ‘perfons, as eminent for
their integrity and honour, as high Station and
Ruality, the Sons of the noble Hiftorian,

Now after all This, which ought not to have
efcap'd the notice of a Critical Hiftorian, who

wou'd
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wou'd not be aftonifh'd at the bold charge of
Forgery; of an ation, very wicked in the con-
trivance, difficult and dangerous in the execu-
tion, fuch as no wife or honeft man can be
{uppofed to attempt -—-- a charge fo very im-
probable, that, unlefs it comes fupported by
- {fome dire plain proof, it ought to be reje@-
ed with indignation, as a breach of Chriftian
charity, as well as good manners »

Let us now proceed to enquire what rece-
ption the work has met with from the time of
_ its firft appearance in the world. This we find
_to be no other than what was to be expected
in fuch circumftances ; being more or lefs fa-
vourable according to the different principles
of the feveral Readers; diftinguifh’d by the
efteem and approbation of all moderate men,
as worthy of that great and good man whofe
name it bears; but diflik’d and difcredited by
the violent men of all Parties: by all reeeiv'd
as the performance of Lord Clarendon. Confi-
dering the effe@s of men’s prejudices ‘twas
hardly poffible but that an hiftory on fo nice
and tender a Subje@ muft difpleafe fome Par-
ty or other. Men of fuch warm complexions
cannot but be angty with every performance
in which they find their own extravagances
virtually condemned, and be pleas'd with eve-

ry
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‘ry attempt which tends to weaken the tredit
of an adverfary. Accordingly "tis obfervable
that in fa& Some perfons out of zeal for the
Royal caafe have blam'd the Hiftorian for
not diffembling the blemifhes in the chara&ers
of fome favourite great men, and for freely
cenfuring the unwarrantable meafures taken
by the Government. It might therefore be
expeed that fince this hiftory contains a ftre-
nuous defence of the Liberties and Rights of
the Subjeét againft the encroachments of the
Crown in the former part of K. CuaRrLES I
reign, it might have efcap'd the cenfure of
Thofe, who affe& to be thought zealous Pa.
trons of the fame Caufe, But it has happen’d
that ¢hefe men have appear’d moft diffacisfied
with the characers of Perfons and reprefenta-
tions of Fa&s. A clamorous oppofition has
indeed been rais'd againft this excellent hifto-
ry: but upon what foot was it raisd? Upon
fuch as, inftead of denying, fuppofes the ge-
nuinenefs of the Work. The oppofers endea-
vour'd to difprove the truth of the affertions
which gave offence: But what then? the know-
ledge or integrity of the Hiftorian might be
calld in queftion? yet the genuinenefs of the
Hiftory it felf might not be in the leaft im-
peached. As Lord Clarendon’s performance it

was
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was receiv'd; as fuch it was oppos'd. On all
_ hands there appears no Sufpicion of Forgery.
Cou'd fuch a charge have been prov'd, they
then had gain'd their point at one ftroke, and
triumph’d without any farther oppofition. But
no proof of this kind has ever yet appear-
ed: that none was ever offerd to the pubs
lick, (if fuch an argument be in any cafe con-
clofive) may fairly be prefum'd from the Si-
lence of that induftrious Collector of Scandal,
Mr. Oldmixon, who moft afluredly wou'd have
improv'd it with all the aggravations, which a
prejudicd mind coud fuggeft. Whereas this
Author, in his Critical Hiftory, where he omits
no Circumftance which might difcredit Lord
Clarendon’s Work, all along rather fuppafes than
queftions the genuinenefs of it, and according-
ly dire@s his Cavils not againft the authentick-
nefs, but the Subjeét-matter of it. Thus Vol.x. p.
168. he condemns him as fumbling at the thre/-
bold, for calling his Account of the Givil War,
the Hiftory of the Grand Rebellim &c. The
only infinuation of any indirect pracice in the
publication, and that with regard only to the
title, occurs in p. 42. and this, contrary to his
ufual manner, couch’'d with fome diffidence.
«T know not, fays he, if the E, of Clarendon
“did call his Hiftory, that of the Rebellion

_ B ¢« himfelf,
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«himfelf, or whether it was fo entitled by the
«Chrift-Church men; there being more in it of
«the fpirit and manners of Collegiates, than
«“of a man of Quality.” And, in his Preface
to his Remarks on the Hiftory of the Rebel-
lion printed 1727, he mention'd his fufpicion,
that the MS. was interpolated, a {fufpicion
founded on' the obfervations of Gallicifms,
which frequently are to be met with in Lord
Clarendon’s Stile, which he very fagacioufly
conjeGured to be of too modern date, to be
us'd by the Earl; --- but he tells us at the
fame time “he lays no great ftrefs upon this
¢«circumftance.” And indeed he would do well
to retra@ his Criticifm: for this very pecaliari-
ty of ftile is a circumftance, which, with ap-
pearance of greater probability, proves that it
came from the Earl's pen; it being natural to
fuppofe that He fhou'd adopt many words in-
to his hiftory from that language, which was
render'd familiar to him by his long exile in
France.

We may further obferve that nothing of this
kind appears to have been .mention'd among
the variety of Oral Traditions and defamatory
falfehoods publifh'd by * Dr. $obn Aylsffe; nor

a Degraded for contempt of the Authority of the Univerfity,
and oppofition to it’s rights and privileges, Feb. 8.1714.

n
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in that famous colle&ion of Univerfity-Scandal
both jocular and ferious, entitled * Terre-flius.
It is well known that neither of thefe two wri-
ters were fo tender of the reputation of their
Alma Mater as to conceal this notorious ble-
mifh : neither of them wou'd have been filent
on fo defireable a Topick, on which they cou'd.
have harangued with fo much applaufe and
triumph. From hence we may conclude, that-
they had either not heard, or at leaft had not
credited this charge of corrupting the faith of
Hiftory. Many other writers of like kind there
are, who wanted neither inclination nor en-
couragement to undeceive the world in fuch a
cafe: But, as nothing on this head has yec
_dropp'd from their pen, which deferv'd any
publick regard, I am led to refume this con-
clufion, that even in their opinion the Oxford
" Edition was efteem’'d genuine. They were in-
déed forward enough to diferedst the Hiftory,
but they did not reject it as an adulterated, [pu-
rious work. They were bufy in making enqui-
ries concerning all circumftances of the publi-
cation at the Oxford Prefs, but difcover'd no-
thing upon which they could ground fuch an
imputation. Many queftions on this occafion

« Publifhed by Mr. v. An;l_x;j;;ch_dar of St. Johm's College,
who was denied his a@uality or fucceffion to a fellowhip 1719.
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might be ask'd of the Oxfird-Men, who did
really know but little more of the matter than
they themfelves. The Work was indeed print-
ed at the Univerfity-Prefs : but zhey were not
concern'd in conducting the Edition, and ac-
cordingly not qualified to anfwer the feveral
overcurious impertinent enquiries,which mighs
be made on this occafion. Thefe Critical, pre-
judic'd enquirers therefore, not having their
curiofity gratified from this quarter, yet, af-
feQting to know fomething of the matter, in-
dulg'd themfelves in a bold liberty of doubt-
ing, conjeGuring, and furmifing, and endea-
vour'd to give a plaufible turn to their Sugge-
ftions: but ftill, all that cou'd be alledg’d with
the moft {pecious appearance, was nothing but
furmifes and conjeures of uncertain weight,
owing their Credibility in a great meafure to
the favourable difpofition of the Party, to
whom they were propos'd. In the mean while
the Authority of the Hiftory prevail'd, nor
was it likely to be overthrown on the prefent
footing. :

To this end, fome new Scheme was necef-
fary: ---Inftead of general prefumptions {fome
[pecial charge fhoud be brought, and come
fupported by the appearance of fome dire@
proof. --- A bold ftroke of this kind was like.

to
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to fucceed, efpecially among their own party;
fince all men are eafily perfwaded to believe
what they wifh to be true. ---If then it was
thought an attempt too hazardous to impeach
the veracity of Lord Clarendon, yet the ge-
nuinenefs of the work might be more fafely
queftiond; for this was only impeaching the
fidelity of the fuppos'd Editors: --- This ap-
pear’d a more {afe and eafy, as it certainly was
a more compendious and effectual Scheme, ---
And furely there might be found men of
fingularity and blind zeal, fit inftruments to
carry on fuch a defign. Many incidental cir-
cumftances might be fo improved as to give
countenance and credit --- for example, fome
hear-fay teftimony of fome ingenious Gentle-
man deceafed againft the {uppos’d Editors and
Interpolators, who were very obnoxious Men,
either long fince dead, or fuppos'd not in a ca-
_pacity to_vindicate themfelves; --- a charge
founded upon evidence, hus circumftantiated,
brought upon the ftage at a great diftance of
time, and recommended with an air of affi-
rance, might have a chance to pafs without
confutation or contradiction.

And thus at length comes into the world
' the pompous charge of Forgery advanc'd by
Mr. Fohn Oldmzxon, uther’d in with an air of

triumph,
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triumph, and endeavouring to enforce convi-
&ion by dint of clamour. It has been inda-
ftrioufly propagated abroad, as well as at home:
it is inferted at length in the Bibliotheque Rgi-
Jonnée des Ouvrages des Sgavans de I' Eurape,
and cited from thence by Bp. Aterbury in his
Vindication together with the reflexions of the
Dutch Fournalift.

To this I muft add the remarks of another
Writer, Mr. Clark of Hull, who {eems to have
improved even upon Mr. Oldmixon, from whom
he copies, and has heightened the bitternefs
of his cenfure with an air of ferioufnefs and
folemnity. 1In his Effay on Study, publilh'd
1730, he {peaks thus: p.234. “I need not cau-
“tion any Gentleman againft the Hiftory of the
“Civil War &c. that goes under the name of
“the E. of Clarenden; fince that is now well
“known to be fo bafely interpolated and cor-
“rupted up and down, as not to be depend-
“ed upon at all;; This at leaft is charg’d upon
“fome, that were entrufted with the Copy of
“that work, upon evidence that feems far from
“contemptible ; and therefore, till that charge
“is fubftantially anfwer'd, it muft and will, I
“fuppofe, pafs with all reafonable people for
“matter of fad. '

Again p. 88, among other charges againft

the
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the Univerfity of 0xford, he mentions the ug-
ly crime of endeavouring to ¢ corrupt the faith
“of hiftory; which the fame Gentlemen, viz. -
“the Conductors of a famous Univerfity, have
“been lately Convitted of, upon evidence fo .
“clear and full, that it has not been thought
¢«fit to make any reply to it. --- God forbid,
“Such defperate folly and wickednefs fhou'd
“any longer prevail in a place deftin'd to the
“training up of Youth in Wifdom and Virtue!
“If it fhou'd, the cafe of fuch, as go thither
“for education, will be lamentable indeed !

"Tis not indeed a matter of much furprize
that foresen Writers, men unacquainted with
the true ftate of our Englifp affairs, fhould
meafure the evidence of truth by the boldnefs
of the affertions, and accordingly form their
reafonings; but it may well be wonder’d that
ths Gentleman, who has been commended for
a good Reafoner upon a nice fubje& by a ve-
ry worthy and learned Divine, could be fo eafi-
ly perfwaded into the belief of a ftory in it felf
fo improbable, and fupported by evidence fo
very precarious and queftionable.

If the Univerfity in full Convocation had
concerted and authoriz'd the fraud, he cou’d
not well have exprefs'd himfelf in ftronger

terms. A charitable man would furely be in-
_ clin'd
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clin'd to fufpend his affent upon fo tender a
point, and would never have appear'd fo for-
ward to aggravate a very hainous charge a-
gainft perfons of high charaer, and to
triumph in the malicious imputation. 1 fear
this proceeding cannot well be otherwife ac-
counted for, than by fuppofing him poffefs'd
with a ftrong prejudice againft the Hiftory of
Lord €larendon, or againft the Univerfity of
Oxford; and accordingly overwilling to be con-
vinced by any evidence, that might overthrow
it's authority, or blaft the reputation of the
fuppofed Editors. 1If, what is here offer'd in
fupport of the genuinenefs of the Oxford Edi-
tion, be found conclufive, 'tis to be hop’d that
this Gentleman will now fhew an inftance of
ingenuity in acknowledging his error, and re-
tracting his groundlefs and uncharitable re-

flexions. '
What other writers have either implicitly be-
lieved or iduftrioufly propagated this Scandal,
-I have not yet learnt: but this I muft obferve
on the prefent occafion, that when ingenious
Authors, whofe works are like to fall into ma-
ny hands, publifh fuch bold falfehoods under
the notion of fa&s proved without contradi-
¢tion, it behoveth thofe, who are furnith-
ed with’ proper materials, to undeceive the
world,
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world, and confute the ill-natared mlfreprc-
fentatlons

And now, upon a review of what has hi-
therto been offered, it appears that all prefum-
ptions ftand in our favour --- and that we are
fairly in pofféffion of the Right, which we af-
fert, and fhall be reputed fo, ‘till the Plaintiff
makes good his claim,

I now proceed to enter into the merits of
the Caufe, and to examine the Charge lately
advanced againft the genuinenefs of Lord Cla-
rendon’s hiftory,

An hainous Charge of Forgery has been pre-
fented to the world, afferted with unufual
confidence, and aggravated with the mof in-
jurious reflexions. If indeed it had been di-
rected againft the proper Parties concerned,
and foon after the time of Publication, at a
time moft proper for clearing up any difficulty
on this head, the Difpute would have been
foon ended ; and the fpeedy conviction of the
falfe accufer would have expofed the wicked-
nefs and folly of the accufation. But, being
now delay'd fo many years, and at length,
whether by miftake or defign, fix'd upon wrong
Parties, it comes with the advantage of a fur-
Prize on our apprehenfions, deceiving weak
mmds into a belief of the ftrange Story; and

Pllts ‘
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puts us under no {mall difficulty to confute,
what at the fame time we are fully perfwaded
is improbable, and falfe. For a long time, be-
tween zwenty and thirty years, amidft, a variety
of Perfons fufficiently prejudic’d againft the
work, no Critick appear’d {o {agacious as to dif-
cover the fraud, no Hiftorian {o daring in the
caufe of Truth, as to publifh it to the world.
This work was referv’'d for that fingular Author,
whofe charge I now proceed to confider.

"Tis pretended that fome wonderful difco-
veries have been lately made : an occurrence,
fo aftonifhing, fo important, muft of coutfe
excite our curiofity, and raife our expeQa-
tion ; _

Quid dignum tanto feret hic Promiffor biatu?
We are naturally led to enquire into every cir-
cumftance of a fa& {o remarkable, --- who are
the Parties accus'd? --- what was the time in
which the fuppos'd difcovery was made ? -— by
whom was it made ? --- apd to whom was it com-
municated ? - at what time was it publifb’d to
the world? --- and by whom? --- The confide-
ration of thefe circumftances takes in the exa-
mination of the whole Evidence, by which the
Charge is fupported. I fhall fpeak to each of
thefe particulars briefly, and in their refpecive
order, ,

. As
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As for the Parties accufed, it feems they
could be no other than Clergymen. For (as
we arg informed in the preface to the Hiffory
of the Stuarts) “it appears at firft fight that
“Thofe, who direced thofe alterations, were
“zealous for the Laudean Hierarchy, and the
“honours and emoluments thereunto belong-
“ing, in which no Lay-hand could have la-
“boured fo much.” And in particular we find
three fpecified, three fucceflively Desns of
Chrift-Church, Aldrich, Atterbury, Smaldridge.
Confiderable perfons indeed! fo very unlike-
ly to be confederate in fuch a Scandalous fraud,
that their very names carry fufficient weight
to confute the calamny, which they confront.
Nor can any one, without a very great degree
of prejudice and credulity, imagine them en-
gaged in interpolating a MS. which had at
different times been perus'd by feveral diffe-
rent perfons; or, in other words, endeavour-
ing to impofe a fraud upon the World, which
wou'd in all likelyhood be foon detefded; and,
to render the difcovery ftill more eafy, em--
ploying another perfon in the execution of the
defign. Were then the abilities of thefe three
Gentlemen fo mean, as to need any affiftance?
— or, if any was at all meceflary, was their
judgment fo weak as to fix upon fuch a perfon,
as
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as’is here fuppos'd? Yet, it feems, they were
pitch'd upon as fit perfons to fuftain this hai-
nous imputation, being fuppos'd utterly inca-
pable of vindicating themfelves; and there-
fore fuch as might be abus’'d with fafety, yield-
ing to their Accufers an eafy triamph without
oppofition.

Dean Aldrich has now been dead above
twenty years: Dean Smaldridge above eleven;
and Dean A:terbury, the Surviver, was thought
as good as dead, as to all parpofes of anfwer-
ing, and confuting the Charge: And near thir-
ty years have pafs'd, fince the fuppos’d com-
miflion of the fact alledg'd. 1In thefe circum-
ftances much room is given to the boldnefs of
any Accufer, by reafon of the difficulty of dif-.
proving a ftory, even the moft :mprobable one,
at fuch a diftance of time: and the very de/ay-
ing the Charge, which ought to render it very
fufpicious, was at the fame time the moft like-
ly means to gain it more credit.

- But it happens that Bp. A¢zerbury has difap-
pointed the expe@ation of his adverfary. He
- liv’d to publith a Vindication of himfelf, and
the other Parties concern'd ; and, tho he died
foon after, yet I am perfwaded he had out-
liv'd the belief of {uch an idle improbable fto-
yy. His teftimony is full and decifive, as to,
: his
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his own perfonal concern; and he afferts the.
innocency of his intimate friend and fucceflor,
Dean Smaldridge. And all, that were conver-
fant with thofe perfons about thirty years ago,
and knew any thing of conducing the work
at the Oxford-Prefs, know alfo how highly im-
probable it was for either of them, (as well
on account of their neceflary avocations, and
full employment on their hands in their re-
Ipective Stations, as fome other fpecial rea-
fons, which might be affign’d) in their circam-
ftances of life, at that time, to be any way con-
cern'd in the carrying on this impofture.

The other Party, Dean Aldrich, was confef-
fedly employ'd in revifing the MS; and con-
ducting the Edition of the Hiftory in the Ox-
ford-Prefs. But furely there is need of a much
ftronger proof, than a mere affertion to in-
duce any one to believe him guilty of an a&ion,
fo inconfiftent with his known character and
reputation for uncommon candor, moderation,
and integrity : and in particular, that he fhon'd
be guilty of it in the mianner alledg’'d, needs a
very weighty and extraordinary proof, a proof
of his infatuation, as well as iniquity. For what
Iefs can it be thought, that this ingenious,
learned, and judicious man, Governor of the
moft confiderable College, intrufted with ;

: mo
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moft important fecret, without any apparent
reafon, fhould betray it to a Young man un-
der his Government, and moreover to employ
Him in carrying on a notorious fraud? a per-
fon, not endear’d to him by private friendfhip,
or good behaviour, or Party intereft, or any
- other account; but on the contrary, the moft
unlikely perfon to be concern’'d in fuch a plot
or any other affair, in which the reputation
of his Governor was affeted. --- Cou’d Dean
Aldrich do this? --- if he cou’d, let him bear
the imputation of being a fool, as well as a
knave, an imputation incredible to all that
were ever acquainted with his Perfon or Cha-
ra&er! So that, with regard to the frft arti-
cle of enquiry, the charge either of malice or
ignorance will be retorted upon the Accufer,
who appears to have directed his accufation
againft #wo Perfons entirely znconcern’d in the
matter, and the third {o uncapable of being
concern'd, cfpecxally in the manner alledg'd,
that, what is afferted of him, can never be
credited without doing violence to the com-
mon rules of moral Evidence.

With regard to the fecond particular, viz.:
the ¢ime when this fuppos’d difcovery was firft
made --- this was in Fume 1710, above feven
years after the commiffion of the fa@. Now,

that
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that {fo many years fhou'd pafs without any
difcovery, when people were forward enough
to cavil and take advantage of every circum-
ftance which might tend to difcredit the Hi-
ftory --- when fo many perfons were concern'd
in the Management of the impofture, --- and
when, befides them, Lord Clarendon’s family,
and many others, who had perus’d the MS,
muft have been let into the fecret, ---- that
fuch a fraud for fo long a time fhou’d be con-
‘ceal'd --- thefe are confiderations fufficient to
ftagger our belief, and come attended with
difficulties, which cannot be clear'd up or ac-
counted for., :

But the degrees of improbability ftill rife
bigher, when we confider the Perfon, fuppos'd
to have made the firft difcovery, or the Per-
Jon to whom it was made, Mr. Edm. Smith of
Oxford, Author of Phedra and Hippolytus, a
tragedy, and George Ducket E{quire, a Gentle-
man of diftin&ion, both for merit and Qua-
lity.

The Reader will excufe me if in the pre-
fent cafe I mention fome particulars concern-
ing Mr. Smith, which Bp. Atterbury thro’ great
tendernefs and candor omitted. A pompous
Account of his Life written by Mr. 0/difworth
is prefix'd to the tragedy of Phedra and Hip-

polytus
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polytus -- by which we fee what fine things one
man of parts can fay of another: I am far
from difparaging thofe excellent talents, which
are fo defervedly prais'd; I wifh they had been
employ'd to better purpofes. His character is
ftill frefh in the memory of his contempora-
ries and companions in Oxford: and perhaps
"tis as needlefs to inform any in that place that
he was an immoral man in fome points, as it
‘wou'd be to inform the world that he was an -
ingenious Writer. He was, and is ftill com-
monly known by the name of Captain Rag,
.diftinguifh’'d by a circumftance,” which does no
credit to his charater, inalmuch as the affe-
&ation of a rakifh flovenly appearance in drefs,
implies a contempt of decency --- at the fame
time, the gaiety of his Wit, and fome good
focial qualities renderd him much carefs'd
by all the boon Companions; he cou’d not
well act in fecret, or live unknown, or play
the part of an Hypocrite; he feldom dif-
fembled his own vices ; and even intempe.
rance muft have often made him fincere.
They, who knew him moft intimately, be-
lieve it fcarce poffible for him to be at all con-
cern'd in the affair; being perfwaded from
many occurrences that he never faw the Hi-
fory before the publication; and that he is
~ grofsly
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grofsly abus'd by this reprefentation of the fto-

ry; at leaft he cou'd not but know that it was
~ not lefs impoffible for Dean Asterbury to have
-any hand in the affair, than it was for him to
be employ'd by Dean Aldrich. For was he in
any degree of confidence with Dean Aldrich >
So far from it, that no notice appears to have
been taken of him but fuch as was to his difs
credit. His repeated irregularities provok'd
the cenfures of his mild Governor. Indeed
in the latter part of the year 1703, it was re-
mark'd as fomething very fingular in his be-
haviour that he fhew'd an occafional confor-
mity to his College-rules, which by way of ri-
dicule he call'd whitening himfelf; but this ap-
pearance of regularity lafted but for a little
while, as it {prung from an aukard ambition,
the hope of obtaining the Cenforfhip of the
College. But in the election of College-Offi-
cers he was rejeéted with fhame ; He was uni-
verfally judg'd unworthy to prefide over the
behaviour of others, who himfelf gave fo fcan-
dalous an example. And Mr. Foulkes, his ju-
nior was nominated to that office Dec. 24.
1703.

Thefe are fa@s well known by his con-
temporaries in Oxfird; and fome of the moft
notonous ones aGually now ftand upon re-

L. C . cord.
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cords. And it is to be remark’d, that Mr.
Smith, elpecially fince he was difappointed of
the Cenforthip in his return made reprifals up-
on the Dean, and frequently abus’d his wit in
vilifying and ridiculing the man, by whom he
thought himfelf injurd. As for the Corre-
fpondence that pafs'd between them, it was
not that of friends {uch as is ridiculoufly fup-
pos'd by Mr. Oldmixen®, but rather fuch as
pafles between Fudge and Criminal. 1s it then
morally poffible, that the Dean fhou'd make a
Confidant of a Man diftinguifh’'d by the marks
of his difpleafure > Cou'd he leave his reputa-
tion at the mercy of a man, who delighted to
expofe him? or coud Mr. Smith, thus exafpe-
rated and prompted to revenge, conceal this

a Dec.24.1694.
Ds. Swich was admonifh’d for habitual irregularities in Order to
his Expalfion.
Apr. 24. 1700, ‘

. 'The Dean and Chapter declar’d the Place of Mr. Swish void, he
having been convi&ed of riotous Misbehaviour in the Houfe of
Mr. Cvle an Apothecary; but it was referr’d to the Dean whes, and
wpon what Occafion, that Sentence fhould be put in Execution.

Dec. 20. 1705.

. At the Inftance of all the Canons the Sentence of Expulfion
againft Mr. Smith declar’d Apr. 24. 1700, was put in Execution.

"% Rep. to Bp. uerb. p.15.

impor-"
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important fecret for fo long a time, without
any apparent reafon of fuch fecrecy; and un-
der the ftrongeft temptations to make the dif-
covery? --- for it may be here obferv'd that
with regard to Party intercft, he was far from
being attach'd to that Caufe, for the fupport
of which we are told this hiftory was pub-
lilh'd: he rather bore a denomination dzfferent
from that of his Governor, and was rather in-
clin'd to the oppofite Party, by whom he was
moft carefs'd. So that, if perfonal pre]udzm
or Party-regards have any influence in fuch
cafes, he wou'd furely have enjoy'd the oppor-
tanity of expofing the Man, whom he hated,
and have triumph'd in a dilcovery fo meri-
torious in the Eyes of Mr. Ducket and his
friends.

Let us then draw thefe particulars into one
point of view, that we may the better judge of
the confiftency or inconfiftency of Mr. Smith’s
evidence. He is then fuppos'd to have artful-
ly conceal'd for the fpace of feven years, what
he was prompted both by inclination, and in-
tereft to divulge very foon - to be entrufted
with a curious fecret, and the management of
a cheat by the Man, with whom it was mo-
rally impoﬂiblc he fhou'd be any way at all
concern'd --- in fhart, to have made a difcovery

Ca2 of
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of an affair, of which ke has prov‘d himfelf
entirely zgnorant.

But further, the improbability of the charge
will ftill more fully appear from the confidera- *
tion of the next article of enquiry, which re-
pe@s the Perfon of diftinélion both for merit and
Quality, to whom the fuppos'd difcovery was
firft made by Mr. Smith. This without con-
tradiction is allow'd to be George Ducket Efq;,
lately one of the Commiflioners of the Ex-
cife. The death of this Gentleman, which
has happend fince the firft drawing up of
thefe papers, has prevented a perfonal addrefs
which was intended : yet the prefent cafe re-
quires that fomething fhou’d be mention’d of
him. And, if the voice of common fame or
Heatfay-teftimony be admitted, I may venture
to fay, that he was as zealous to promote the
intereft of hs party, as he cou'd fuppofe the
three fucceflive Deans to be in any oppofie
Scheme; and had as ftrong motives to invent
the whole Story, as they had to attempt the
contrivance of a fraud fo dangerous and diffi-
cult in the execution. Be this as it will, yet
in contradi&ion to what is afferted by Mr. 0/4-
mixon, ’tis certain and evident, that this wor-
thy Gentleman, who did communicate to him
the difcovery, was never ready to asteft the

truth,
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trath, and defend the affertions in his Letter.
Neither Bp. Asterbury’s publick Vindication,
neither private application of friends, nor Mr.
Oldmixon’s importunity cou'd provoke or per-
fwade him to do this A& of Juftice. We are
not here indeed told of any death-bed repen-
tance and Confeflion; but he has been through-
ly convicted of the falfehood of this report,
which he dar’d not to defend, and was atham'd
. toretract. The imputation of difingenuity and
cowardice will reft on his memory, of having.
mifreprefented the dead, and impos'd on the
Living; while he enjoy'd the bafe pleafure of .
. doing mifchief in difguife, without either a-
vowing or retracting his affertions. --- But re-
flexions of this kind I leave to the angry, and
difappointed Mr. John Oldmixon.

But farther, the fingular manner, in which
this Gentleman was convinc'd into the fudden
belief of a Story fo improbable, in the next
place demands our animadverfion, The bare
affertion of Mr. Smith, and the fight of a print-
ed Copy, feor'd and underlin’'d in many places,
producd this marvellous effe@. To receive
convi&ion from fuch evidence, and {o fudden-
ly, thews a ftrong leaven of - prejudice and cre-
dulitcy. And, where there is fuch a weaknefs
of judgment, who wou'd expe& fuch an A-

mazing
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mazing inftance of taciturnity? He, who ha-
ftily believes any tale, is apt as haftily to make
the difcovery : he is the moft unlikely man to
keep a fecret ; efpecially when intereft prompts
him to divulge it. Here then is this Myftery
of iniquity ! this Gentleman, fo far from be-
ing a friend to Lord Clarendon’s hiftory, or the
Oxford Editors, that he was rather inclin’'d to
bring both into difcredit, conceal'd this im-
portant Secret for the fpace of about twenty
years --- is this morally poffible ? -.-

‘Let us now hear what Mr. 0/dm:ixon {ays on
this point in his reply to Bp. Arterbury, p. 8,
he tells us that the “Gentleman, who gave
“the information, thought not of it, till he
“had read the Preface to Clarendsn and Whit-
“Jock compar'd; that very Gentleman, who,
“by Mr. Smith's direion, had gone a great
“way in diftinguifhing the genuine from the
«alter'd paffages, which took up near one hun-
“dred fheets of paper, and are forth-coming”
p. 14. Moreover the manner, in which the dif-
covery was publifh'd, renders the whole ftory
very queftionable and fufpicious. For how
‘came it into the world ? not with the undif-
~guisd plainnefs and opennefs of an avow'd
truth, fupported by the authority of any known
voucher, but rather with an air of fecrecy and

: guilt,

7/
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guilt, like fome mifchievous calumny, which
fhuns the light, being communicated as it wer®
by zhe by in a letter, pretended to be written
by an anonymous Correfpondent. Can we ima-
gine fuch a proceeding to fpring from the ge-
nerous motive of #ndeceiving the world in a
point, wherein they all along had been fcan-
daloufly imposd wpon? were this fo, the
worthy gentleman wou'd not be atham’d to
juftify his reprefentation by the authority of
his name. Bat he feems influenc'd by other
motives, abufing the privilege of his conceal-
ment and fecurity to the doing mifchief more
effeGtually, and enjoying in fecret the prefum'd
fuccefs of the flander, which he had taken fuf-
ficient care to divulge, by communicating it
to Such a Correfpondent; who now comes un-
der confideration in the next article of enqui-
ry, viz. Who was the Publifber of this difco-
very ?

Be it known then, that this is the Author
of the fecret hiffory of Europe --- the Author of
Whitlock and Clarendon compar’d --- the Author
of the hiftory of the Stuarts -- the Author of feve-
ral namelefs tracs, and pamphlets too nume-
rous to be here recited --- the undaunted Mr.
. 0ldmsxon ; in the recital of thefe titles he has
recorded his own praifes: and from hence the

Reader
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Reader may judge of the Candor of this Cri-
sick, and the veracity of this Hiftorian.

Perhaps fome perfons, being thus inform’d,
may be apt to ftop fhort in their enquiries,
and contemptuoufly difregard fuch a report,
as coming from a credulous deluded tale-bear-
er; and indeed his example might be alledg’d
to juftify this kind of treatment. -- But, be-
fides that there needs fome better warrant than
his behaviour to authorize fuch a proceeding,
it muft be obferv'd, that an affertion of a mat-
ter of fafl demands an impartial examination,
and has a right to be fairly confuted. I fhall
therefore proceed to a brief and diftinét con-
fideration of the evidence, by which the charge
is fupported, with fome remarks on the feve-
ral material ¢circumftances.

The 0xford Editors are accus'd of interpola-
ting, of making additions and alterations in
Lord Clarendon’s hiftory of the Rebellion. How
then is the charge provid? --- firft by an hear-
Jay evidence from a perfon fuperior to all Suf-
picion, and too illuftrious to be nam'd without
leave, fecondly, by an appeal to a certain ho-
nourable per fon --- thirdly, by an appeal to a cer-
tain Rev. Doflor then living --- fourthly, by an
appeal to a Gentleman of diftintlion both for me-
rit and quality.

Concem-.



[ 49 ]

Concerning this fort of Evidence it muft be
in general obferv'd, that fome-body indeter-
minate in this cafe is to all intents and pur-
pofes the {fame as no-body. The authority of
the affertion depends upon the charaller of the
affertors. Where thefe are unknown, there can
be no judging of the former. An Argument,
which might convince Mr. 0/dmixon might well
be thought trifling by a better reafoner: We
are ‘all this while in a ftate of uncertainty,
difputing in the dark : the Refpondent is un-
der a difficulty how to form a proper Anfwer
to his unknown Obje@or. But, on the other
hand, we may truly fay that the Opponent has
prov'd nothing ; and, by concealing his Perfon,
has conceal'd the force of his Argument. In
the mean while Mr. 0/dmixon’s bare affertion
muft not pafs for a prosf: we muft call upon.
him to produce his Vouchers or to retract his
allegations. .

But now what {ays the firf# Evidence? Why,
< this illuftrious Perfon inform'd Mr. Oldmixon,
$¢(and he thinks well inform'd him) that the
¢ chara&ers of the Kings, whofe reigns are "
“written, were different from what they ap-
¢pear to be in the Oxfird hiftory, and his
«Copy, Mr. Echard's.” Now perhaps Mr. 0/d-
mixon has been too hafty in apprehending the

mean-
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meaning of thefe words, and fo, has mifre-
- prefented this iluftrious Perfom. The chara-
Cers &c. were different &c. bow? in the opi-
nion of this illuftrious perfon they were diffe-
rent from what they ought to be; fo that this
objetion affe@s the juftnefs and impartiality
of the Hiftory, and not it’s genuinenefs. —- But,
if they muft be taken in Mr. O/dm:ixon’s {enfe,
T demand to know what can be inferr'd from
Juch premifes? —- Nothing, but what is built
upon a prior {uppofition, viz. that a/ informa-
tions receiv'd from fuch perfons are neceffari-
ly true. But, what if this Perfon has mifm-
form'd him? or what if fome other illuftrions
Perfon cou'd inform him of the contrary? In
either of thefe cafes, which are not imagina-
1y, but real ones, the allegation is difprov'd,
Let us now proceed to the fecond Evidence —
a certain honourable Perfon — what does he af-
fert? it feems, he is to determine “whether
“there is not to his knowledge fuch an hifto-
“ry in MS. ftill extant.” By MS. he muft un-
derftand that which is interpolated; if any other
be meant, the Appeal is quite impertinent.
Now if ths be fill extant to his knowledge,
the Gentleman wou'd do well to clear up this
point, and dire& us to the means of convi-
&ion: in the mean time, till we are favour'd
with
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with fuch fingular intelligence, we muft dif~
mifs this allegation as afferting’ — juft no-
thing. :

But what does the third Evidence alledge?
«This Rev. Do&or, now living, is to tell him’
<«if he did not fee the 0xfird Copy, by which .
¢ the Book- was printed, alter'd, and interpo-
¢«Jated while it was in the Prefs.” If there be
any affertion contain'd in this Appeal, it is in-
deed a round one, viz. that there is a living
Eye-mitnefs of the fa& here charg'd — and he
1s not to be nam'd — fo very fcrupulous and
tender a Writer is Mr. Oldmixon, he who (p.8.)
aflures us ¢that no confideration of danger
“from Scandalum Magnatum fhou'd hinder him
“from difcovering the fraud, had he been in-
“form'd of it.” — Or is the Rev. Doétor too /-
Iuftrious to be nam'd without leave? Let me
then inform Mr. John Oldmixon, that another
Rev. Dr.* Thomas Terry, Canon of Chrift-Church
in Oxfird, now living, who was Corretor of
the Prefs to the firft Edition of this Hiftory, will

« In my preface I have advertis'd the Reader, that as a large
extra& from thefe Papers was publifh’d about 12 years ago in the
Weskly Mifcellany, in which fome appeals and addreffes werc made
to the perfons then living, ( but who are fince dead ) I now re-
publifh the fame without making alteration in that refped, lea-
ving him to make allowance for this circumftance : and this re-
mark he is here defir’d to apply to other cafes of like kind.

affert
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affert the contradiGory propofition, viz. that
it was *noz alterd or interpolated while it was
in the Prefs.

I come now to the fourth Evidence, the Gen-
tleman of diftinition both for merit and quality.
As his name was conceal’d, his veracity was
in lefs danger of being call'd in queftion, But
from many circumftances it plainly appears
that he is the fame perfon, who wrote the
Anonymous Letter of difcovery. I fhall there-
fore confider the contents of ths Letter, as
the whole Evidence, efteeming whatever we
find befides, as a mere gratss diflum, or as an
unwarrantable glofs and comment of his Cor-
refpondent.

“This Gentleman then afferts that Mr. E4-
“mund Smith, June 1710, made him a vifit at
¢. ... and ftaid there till he died about fix
“weeks after: that he frankly told him that
¢the Hiftory publilh'd under Clarendon’s name
“was only Patch-work, and might as properly
“be call'd the hiftory of Aldrich, Smaldridge,
“and Asterbury; for to his knowledge it was
“alter'd; nay, that he himfelf' was employ'd
“by them to interpolate, and alter the Origi-
“nal — that he wou'd convince him of the

a See Appendix — Dr. Terry's teftimony recited by Dr. G. Clarke,
¢“truth
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“¢ctruth of his affertions by the printed Copy,
“He then turn'd to the chara&er of Hambden,
¢“and declar'd that thefe expreflions, be had a
“head to contrive, a heart to concesve, and a hand
“to execute any villany, were foifted in by the
“Reverends — that he not only underlin’d ¢hs
“paflage, as a Forgery, but gave the fame re-
“mark to a hundred more.” '

This Evidence is indeed of a different kind
from the former ; here is a ftory, with it's par-
ticalar circumftances, related, and the Author
of it exprefsly nam'd: We have here a dire&
affertion of Mr. Smith, that the hiftory was al-
ter'd — his confeflion, — that he himfelf was
employ’d as an inftrument by the Conduors
of the Forgery — moreover we have the proof
before us, by which the Letter-writer was con-
vinc'd of the truth of his affertion, viz. ano-
ther affertion, that a very remarkable paffage
was in particular foifted in by them, which,
with many others of like nature, he dlﬁm-
gm{h d by underlining them.
_ This hearfay teftimony, thus reported twen-
ty years after the death of it’s Author, is the
foundation of this moft hainous charge. The
only certain voucher is this anonymous Letter.
The Writer of it is indeed well-known ; it’s
evzdence has been admitted, and in part con-
: fidered,
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fidered. 1t was Mr.. Ducket’s bufinefs to have
appear’d in it’s defence, or to have retracted
it. But, by doing neither of thefe, he has de-
Aferted his Caufe, and his friend, and invali- .
dated his own evidence. |

As to what we meet with befides this, men-
tion’d by Mr.0/dmixen,in his Preface or Body of
his hiftory, for this be is perfonably an{werable;
thefe affertions muft be reckon'd merely bu
own till he is pleas’d to produce his wvouchers.
He cannot infer them from the Letter ; if he
does, there will be more found in the concla-
fion than in the premifes. He indeed feems
fomewhat aware of this inconvenience ; and
accordingly in his Preface, where he recites
_the Letter, he immediately fubjoins, that  the'
«this information differ'd a little from his for-
“nier, mention'd in the Body of his Baok, yet
“in the main it confirms it.” Both informa-
tions are prefum’d to come from the fame Pes-
fon, whether mediately or immediately, by
word of mouth or Letter, the Prefacer beft
knows. But this I do aver, that the Lester
will not juftify or confirm the afertions laid
down in the former. At firft fight there ap-
-pears a material difference between them.
And, 'if that Gentleman of worth and honowr
did in his former information embellith his fto-

ry
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ry with fuch extraordinary circumftances, as
are here reprefented by Mr. Oldmixon, I muft
obferve that in this Lester he has in no wife
avow'd them. He mentions indeed Mr., Smith's
Jeoring or underlining {everal paffages: but
what is to be inferr’d from hence ? — every of-
fenfive or every excellent paflage might equally
be diftinguith’d by ¢h#s mark: and who cou'd
with certainty diftinguith Mr. Smith’s hand in
this operation from any other > But Mr. 0/d-
mixon (fuch is his Critical fagacity) does not
diftinguith between merely froring or underli-
ning, and interlining or interpolating the text,
he confounds thefe ideas, and then proceeds
upon this blunder to heighten the accufation.
Accordingly in the next breath, he {ays, “thefe
“alterations with Mr. Smith’s own hand are to
“be feen by any one that knows"it.” Again,
(not to mention fome circumftances which he
feems to have added by way of decoration to
his improbable ftory) the Letter-writer fimply
and plainly mentions Mr. Smith continuing at
his houfe till he died, about fix weeks after:
" But Mr. Oldmixon largely improves upon the
fa&, and roundly afferts his death-bed repent-
ance, his confeffion of the forgery and remorfe
exprefs'd in bis laft words to the Gentleman in

whofe houfe he died. Thefe are circumftances
' of
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of Solemnity artfully fuperadded to gain cre:
dit to Mr. Smith’s evidence. By thefe the Am-
ferdam Journalit was chiefly induc'd to pay
any regard to the ftory. And thefe are much
infifted on by a* fmall writer, asbeing of the
greateft weight to counterbalance Bp. Arzer-
bury’s aflertions. Circumftances fo ferviceable
to the prefent purpofe, if they had really any
foundation, wou'd never have been omitted by
" this very officious communicative Letter-writer,
I fhall therefore, till fome proof appears to
the contrary, confider them as invented by
Mr. Oldmixon to ferve a prefent turn; efpe-
cially, fince I have been inform’d by fome of
Mr, Smith's friends, that his death was fudden
and unexpected ; occafion’d by a quadruple
potion of Phyfick taken by miftake, which pur-
ging him violently carried him off in the {pace
of a day or two. His death-bed confeflion
therefore appears lefs probable, as he was not
apprebenfive of his danger. Moreover I have
heard that his death happen'd in the sbfence
of Mr. Ducket. But on this circumftance, and
others of like kind it wou'd be needlefs to in-
fitt, while we proceed by plain and dire proof
to fhew the falfehood of the Allegation, with

a Free Briton.

regard
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tegard to the particular claufe in the Chara&er
of Mt. Hambden.

- In the firft place then it is to be ob-
ferv'd that this interpolated claufe contains in
it a miftake; not indeed a very material one,
yet fuch as wou'd much mote’ probably be
committed by the Hifforian himfelf, in the
courfe of fo long a work attending more to
the propriety of the Application than exa&- -
nefs in the citation, than by Mr, Smith,. or the
Reverend interpolators, who are fupposd to
have deliberately foifted them in. If Mr. Duc-
ket cou'd *err in citing the words of the Hifto-
rian, which for a fpecial reafoh hHe was con-
cern'd to quote exaély, I hope the fame al-
lowance may be made fot a flight miftake of
Lord Clarendon in a point of little moment.
*Tis very eafy to conceive, that our noble Au-
thor, citing ex memoria a paflage from a Claf-
fical Writer, to illuftrate his fentiment of the
Perfon whom he chara@eris'd, might renrem-
ber the notion, and at the fame time forget
the name of the Perfon, to whom it was ap-
plied. And indeed, as he did not publifh his
own work, he may be fuppofed to be lefs nice
and accurate about fuch circumftances. And

« Bithop Anerbury’s remark,
D - on
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on this foot we may account for feveral inac-
curacies of like kind, which, upon a more ex-
a& view, which the publication of his work re-
quir'd, himfelf doubtlefs wou'd have difcover'd
and rectified. But it is highly improbable that
this miftake was committed by the fuppos'd
ihterpolators: they were perfons remarkably
converfant in Claffical learning: they, as they
attended to one point of view, fupervifing
one anothers performanccs, cou’'d not well be.
guilty of fuch an inaccuracy as to miftake Cin-
na for Cataline: For the words, of which the
interpolated claufe is a paraphrafe, occur in
Tully's third oration againft Cataline: where
he thus defcribes that Rebel, Erat ills confilium
ad facinus aptum; confilio autem neque lingua
neque manus deerat. Now what a pity is it bus
that our profound Critick had a ftock of Claf--
fical reading equal to his fagacity? Had he
been as converfant in Tully's orations, as he
appears to be with the modern arts of flander
and fecret hiftory, how greedily wou'd he have
embrac'd the occafion of expofing fuch a pal-
pable blunder in the Hiftorian, whom he la-
bour'd to difcredit ; perhaps fuch a triumph
over Lord Clarendon’s Ignorance might have
diverted his bufy wit from the invidious and
dangerous accufation of his Edztors.

But
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But fecondly, as it was improbable that they
fhou'd either induftrioufly or ignorantly infert
a blunder, fo it is moreover certain that in
fa& they did not: for this very controverted
¢laufe, is now to be feen in Lord Clarendon’s
own hand-writing, in a {maller work contain-
ing the hiftory of hss Life, and from which he
tranfcrib'd the moft confiderable part into his
Hiftory of the Rebellion. He there gives Mr.
Hambden's chara&er in thefe words, “He had
«a heade to contrive, a tounge to perfwade,
¢and a hand to execute any mifchieve : and his
«death appear'd to be a greate deliverance to
¢the Nation.” "Tis further obfervable that the
Latin words from- Tully are cited here, and
applied to Mr. Hambden with this paraphrafe
of them, without mentioning the name of Cin-
una, as in the printed Edition p. 226. *

But zhirdly, what is fill more direétly to
the purpofe, I muft inform the Reader that
contrary to the expe&ation of the Objectors,’
it happens that there are ftill extant fome

a A Sheet or two of this MS. in which the paffage above-cited
occurrs, was fome time ago expofed to publick view for the fa-
tisfaltion of any curious Enquirer, in the Bodleian Library, during
the fpace of one year. This I have perufed, and from thence
tranfcribed the words, -

. D2 Parts
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Parts, and as I am inform’'d, the feven firft
Books of this Hiftory of the Rebellion, written
by the Earl's own band, in which this contro-
verted claufe is contain'd: Mr. Hambden's cha-
raer is there given in the very fame words,
which appear in the printed hiftory. This MS
is at prefent in the pofleflion of Mr. Radcliffe
of Bartlet's buildings in Holbourn, who was one
of the Executors of the laft * Earl of Clarendin.
To this the importunate enquirer is referr'd
for the fatisfation of his Curiofity. Many
Perfons of diftin&ion have been favour'd with
the fight of it; among whom I have heard men.
tion'd the Lord Chancellor Kzng, the Speaker
of the houfe of Commons, Dr.George Clarke &c.

Thefe are direét plain proofs of the genuine.
nefs of the controverted paffage, and carry an
irrefragable confutation of the fallehood pub-
lifl'd by Mr, Oldmixon. At this diftance of
-time it might realonably be expected that we
might be deftitute of any fuch kind of proof,
and be confin'd to probable arguments, and
moral evidences of the fa&: and equitable En-
quirers might be fatisfied with thefe; but by
Mr. Oldmixon’s” friends this wou'd never be
thought fufficient : if then ftri& dire& proof

& Advertifement éreﬁx'd to the laft Edition of the Hiftory.
be
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be demanded, we hege fhew them where it may
be had. Men, who will disbelieve teftimony,
and cavil at argument, will now I hope be con-
vinc'd by ocxlar demonftration. '
And now methinks I have done fomething,
for which Mr, Oldmixon has promis'd me his
“fincere thanks, having fet him right where
“he was wrong.” He has indeed prov'd that
there is a forgery fomemwhere: but on whom will
the imputation reft? not on the three Rev.
DoQors, fucceflively Deans of Chrift-Church.
This I have provid: let Mr. Oldmixon anfwer
for bimfelf and Correfpondent. In the mean
while, if I were to deal with him in his own
way, and allow myfelf that liberty of conje-
Quring and furmifing, which he on all occa-
fions takes, from the circumftances attending
the management of his Charge, I fhou'd be
led to fufpec a defign laid to blaft the credit
of Lord (larendon’s Hiftory; and that to this
end thefe meafures were previoufly concerted
between the Commiffioner and Colleflor of the
Excife. I may venture at leaft to fay that
there appears far greater probability, that thefe
tmo Gentlemen fhou'd be concern’d in this
fcheme, than that the three Deans fhou'd be
guilty of the forgery laid to their charge. Let

the following Circumftances then be confi-
der'd,
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der'd, and from thence we may colle@ what
grounds there are for this fufpicion.

The Hiftory of the Rebellion had m fa&
given much offence : it was irreconcileably op-
pofite to Mr. Oldmixon's {cheme: and there-
fore it's authority was at all hazatds to be de-
molifh'd: let us here remark the procefs: ac-
cordingly. the firft attempt was to cavil againft
the affertions, which cou'd not fairly be dif-
provd: and therefore Mr. Oldmixon publith'd
his Critical hiffory ; and then his Clarendon and
Whitlock compard, — But fill Lord Clarendon’s
credit fubfifted, and triomph’d over this weak
oppofition. There then remain'd one com-
pendious. and :decifive Scheme, viz to deny
the genuinencfs: of the Oxford Edition. - This,
. by.fixing the, charge of foygery ofi the Edrtors,
deftroy'd the authdfity of the hiftory, wiinont
entring npon-an hazardous attack.on the re-
putation of the noble Author.  But, fihce this
muft of coutle appear very ftrange and fur-
prizing, there fhoud be the fhew of fome par-
ticalar proof brought to fupport the allega-
tion. FHere itideed lay the great difficulty —
but on the other hand, circumftances were not
wanting which might give fome hope of fuc-
cefs. The confidérable Ziffance of time allow'd
room for fidtion, and made- it more difficult to

come
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come at the means of difproving ; and the very
boldnefs of the Accufation, in a cafe not very
plain, had a better chance to be admitted for
evidence. ‘

Under fuch encouragements as ‘thefe we
may fuppofe the attempt refolvid on: in the
next place it was eafy to be imagin'd on what
quarter Lord Clarendon’s hiftory was to be at-
tack'd. It feems the facred charader of Mr.
Hambden was vilified ; the claufe, containing
fuch fevere reflexions, ought to be expung'd;
and accordingly was mark’d out for a palpable
interpolation. For Mr. Oldmixon, by a lucky
conjeGure, happen'd to hit upon this blot
with regard to Mr. Hambden's charaller,
“twelve or thirteen years after Mr. Smith's
‘“death, as he tells us * p. 6. without ever ha-
¢ving heard a Syllable of the praitice that
“had been made upon it. “Twas certain that
“Coin fo bafe and falfe cou’d only come from
“a College mint.” And accordingly the Chrift-
Church men, whom he had before fufpected to
‘have affix’d the Title to the Book,were thought
the fitteft perfons to be pitch'd upon for the
Ed:tors, — and among them, the three fuccef-
five Deans, as being the moft confiderable

« Reply to Bp. nerd.
men,
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men, were mark'd out’ for the guilty parties;
— and the evidence of a moft ingenious Chrift-
Church man muft be prefum’d to have great
weight in fuch a cafe ; — and this, by a lucky
‘Accident, was offer’d — for the ingenious Mr.
Edmund Smith, a gentleman, it feems, in great
confidence with his Governor Dean Aldrich,
*at leaft “fo as to make a Song for him, or
“take a glafs with him, which they both lav'd,
“‘and cou'd not well live in a College fo long
“together without fuch confidence at leaft as
¢this is” — this Gentleman, who muft be let
into the knowledge and management of all the
fecrets of the College, happen'd to live at
Mr. Ducket's houfc about fix weeks, where he
died Fune 1710. What difcoveries might not
be¢ made in the private converfation of {uch
friends ? — what evidence might not be al-
ledg'd from a perfon dead about twenty years
before ? — what circymftances might not be af-
fix'd to give an air of folemnity to the repre-
fentation? — and all this might be done with
Jeeurity, while the Author of the report lay
¢onceal’d and unknown, Such we may fuppofe
to have been the motives, fuch the methads of
_¢onduing this defign. Upon which I fhall

« Reply to Bp. Auerb. p 15.
only
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‘only further remark, that the Commiffioner
.and Collector, by reprefenting Mr. Smith fo
very ignorant of the affair as not to know
the Perfons who really conduced the Edition,
have in the event betray’d their omn igno-
rance. For Mr. Smith cou'd not but know
that Dr. Atterbury and Dr. Smaldridge, who
had then left 0xfird, were in no wife concern'd
in the affair. But Mr. Oldmixon’s correfpon-
dent did not know this: however, by know-
ing the Author of an excellent tragedy, he
thought he knew enough to ferve his purpofe.
And thus, while he here introduces Mr. Smith
afferting a fa&, which muft be contrary to his
knowledge, he has eventually rais’d up an Evi-
dence againft himfelf, and fufficiently juftified
the Sufpicion of a concerted fraud, — But, if
this be not the cafe, and Mr. Oldmixon was no
ways concern’d in any fcheme of this kind, (as
indeed he in his Reply to Oxonienfis very an-
grily difclaims the imputation) then the charge
of forgery refts upon his- friend, the Gentle-
man of diftinétion and merit, with regard to
what is contain’d in the Anonymous Letter:
for every other aflertion Mr. Oldmixon himfelf
ftands chargeable ; as well as for his credulity -
and folly in {o haftily receiving and publithing
to the World fuch an idle improbable ftory.
Iam
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1 am fenfible my reflexions on this head
have unawares been drawn out into too great
a length; and I have reafon to beg the Rea-
der's pardon for engaging his attention fo
lIong in the difquifition of {o many minate
particulars; efpecially fince Bp. Atterbury’s Vin-
dication may be thought to have already fuf-
ficiently confuted the Calumny. Concerning
this performance, which came out fo unex-
pe&ed, to the aftonilhment and confufion ef
his Accufer, we may remark in general, that
it has had it's jult effe®, and given fatisfa-
&ion to the publick. The Amfferdam Jonur-
nalift has hereupon done the Bifhop juftice,
and call'd upon his Accufer either to make
good or retra& his allegations. But a Paper,
coming from fuch an hand, written with fuch
a fpirit of faperiority and force of Reafon,
with the good Manners of a Gentlemauy, ‘as
well as the Charity of a Chriftian, muft of
courfe.provoke the cenfures and cavils of fome
people, ‘who feem refolv'd to be difpleasid
‘with every evidence brought to fupport the
credit of Lord Clarendon’s hiftory. According-
ly this has given occafion to two notable per-
formances, tlie one in the Free Briton, Dec. 9.
1731. modeftly and properly enough entitled
Reflexions on Bp. Asterbury's Vipdication 5 and

the
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the other; after long delays publith’d by that
yolominous Pamphleteer, Mr. 7. Oldmixon, ves
ry improperly call'd a Reply, fince it is chiefly
a tedious digreffion into other matters, and,
inftead of confuting, proves rather a vmdzca-
tion of Bp, Arterbury.

.If either of thefe Papers contaiir'd any #nenw
Objecions, or any new proof in fupport of the
former allegations, I fhou'd think myfelf ob-
lig'd to enter into a diftin@ examination of
them. But, fince this is no the cafe, it may
be fufficient to difmifs them both with thefe
general remarks: that the one hath left the
matter juft as he found it; and the other has
made it much worfe. The former, without ac-
quainting himfelf with the cafe, -pleafes him-
felf with difplaying his eloquence upon a new
and cuarious fubje®, and amufing his Reader
for gue week with a plaufible harangue ; like
fome common Pleader, who is retain’d in fe-
veral caufes, and, without ftudying his Briefs,
or examining the real merits of each caufe,
thinks himfelf oblig’d to talk off hand, and
make no {fmall noife for the fatisfaction of his
Client. And accordingly in this Difpute, which
relates to a matter of fafl, he deals in general
affertions founded upon mere poffibilities, and
prmmaw Juppofitions ; and offers only fuch ge-

neral
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neral exceptions and cavils againf’c'Bp.'Attef.
bury's Teftimony, as muft, if admitted to have

any weight, overthrow all evidence of this
kind whatfoever.

|

|

As for the /atter, he appears a difappoint-
ed, difcontented Author, not infenfible of his

miftakes, but harden’d againft Conviction ;

unable to ake out any one point in dnfpnte, ,

yet refolvd to write on, and, if 1 may be al-
low’d to ufe the words of a Satyrical Poet on
this occafion,
Plung d for his fenfe, yet found ne bottm
there,
Then writ, and flounder'd on in mere def-
pair.
chce that variety of inconfiftencies, and con-
tradi@ions, mifreprefentations, blunders, idle
goffiping ftories, fhifting the queftion in dif-
pute, wrong conclufions, and noify challenges,
-and fuch pitifol evafions, as plainly betray the
weaknefs of the caufe, as well as the dlﬁrcfs
and difingenuity of the Manager.
 Concerning both thefe Writers 'tis further
. obfervable, that they are difpos'd to be very
angry with the Oxfird men, whom Mr. Wal-
Jingham, the more candid and ingenuous of
the two, calls Monks, Pedant.r, and Party Bi-
ga;.r they grow warm in the flow of thtlnr
elo
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cloquence, clamorous in their expoftulations
and importunate in their demands, “Gentle-
~ “men produce the MS. or all the world will
¢think you guilty of the forgery. — What be-
«became of the original MS? Whence fo much
¢care to fupprefs the Original ? — there was
¢always a loud complaint — Bp. Spraz and
“Dean Aldrich were {ufpected of the foul im-
‘“pofture in the E. of Rochefter's life time” > —
Thefe, challenges, queries, and affertions, as
far as they have the force of an Argument,
are founded upon this prefumption, viz. that
the omiffion in the Oxford men to give that
fatisfattion to enquiries, which they might and
‘ought, and which every one hereafter has a
right to demand, implies a tacit confeffion of
their guslt. Accordingly the Oxford Editors,
by not producing the MS, and by not anfwer-
ing the objections, rais'd againft the genuine-
nefs of the Edition, are indire@ly prov'd guil-
ty of what is laid to their charge. .

It might be expected that fomething fhou'd
be offer’d in Anfwer to thefe noify Objeions.
And the Anfwer is very fhort and plain, viz,
that the fuppofition, upon which they are made,
is entirely falfe. It is forfooth taken for grant-
ed that the Oxfird men had the revifs/ and
poffeffion of the Orlgmal MS: but this was r;:t

the
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the cafe: in fa& they were no futther con- |
cern'd than in the Prefs-work: They had in-
deed the benefir of the Copy, or the profis
arifing from the edition publifh'd at their ex-
pence; but they never had poffeffion of the MS,
as will be hereafter more diftin&ly prov'd.
Now what unreafonable men are the Obje-
Gors? they demand a thing impoffible, and
then forfooth are angry, becaufe they are not
gratified in fuch demands. If indeed they were
reafonable enquirers into the truth of the fa&,
they wou'd depart contented with the only
true anfwer which cou'd be given, and fuch,
as they themfelves muft have known to be
true, if they had’ any Candour or Patnence in
receiving information.

But we muft beg leave to expoftulate with
the Objecors upon the prefent point — They
are pleas’d to interpret the omiflion on our
part to fatisfy fome people’s complaints and
fufpicions, as a tacit confeflion of guilt. Here
again they beg the queftion which they ought
to prove: for where was the Accufation which
render’d fuch a vindication neceffary 2 At pre.
fent we may fay, with Bp. A:terbury, that it
comes too /ate, unlefs better fupported ; and
the very delay renders the whole management
juftly {ofpected, 'Tis to be obfery’d, that in

gene-
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general an Argament, drawn from the ﬁl'moe
of a Party, has but an wacertain precarious
force: and in the prefent cafe, to render it
conclufive, the Obje&ors ought firft to prove
that their Objections were offer'd to the pub-
lick, {o as not to efcape the notice of the Par-
ty — that they were fuch as deferv’d his notice
— that they were propos’d in proper ¢ime and
manner — Thefe circumftances are more efpe-
gially neceflary, when perfons of high ftation
and honour are the parties concern’d. Accord-
ingly, in the prefent cafe, we may demand of .
them whether, before the late boafted difco-
very, any charge of this kind was ever pub-
kfd to the world? and by whom 2 whether
any appeal of this kind was ever made to the
Noble Editor > — or to his Afliftants, Bp. Spraz
“and Dean Aldrich? — or to the Clarendon fa-
mily fince? — and at a ¢ime, when the affair
coud have been eafily clear'd up — before any
accident had deftroy’d the means of convi¢tion 2
— and in a proper manner, fuch as deferv'd a
fatisfaGory Anfwer? And, with regard to the
Oniverfity of Oxford, or the fuppes’d Editors —
what allegations were ever publifh'd to the -
world againft them, fo as to render a publick
vindication neceffary? The Objecors ought
firk to give us fatisfaGtion in thefe points.
In
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In the mean time, "till this is done, they ought
not to interpret our filence in fuch circum-
ftances, as a tacit Confeflion of Guslt. — But
we find it is eafy for fanguine men to fan-
cy thofe notions, which prevail in the narrow
circle of their Acquaintance, to be the gene-
ral {enfe of the people; they add an air of
dignity and importance to their private ful-
~ picions and conjectures, by imagining that they
are become the publick concern. — Tis alfo eafy
“to date the time of the fuppos'd difcovery as
far back as is thought moft ferviceable to their
purpofe — and to affix fuch circumflances, as
perhaps cannot be difprov'd at this diftance
of time by any man living. — They may thus
deceive them{elves, and impofe upon the cre-
dulity of weak prejudic’d men. But He, who
wou'd overthrow the authority of a work, fo
worthy of the great name which it bears, pub-
lih'd by Perfons of Eminence and Integrity,
muft bring fome dire¢t Proof and weighty E-
vidence to fupport the aftonifhing Charge of
Forgery. Otherwife the Prefumption will ftand
in favour of the reputed Author; but upon the
Obje&or will redound the fhame of being de-

feated in an ungenerous, bafe attempt.
But perhaps it may be ftill arg’d, that, tho’
this particular flander of Mr. Oldmixon has been
dete@ed,
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dete@ed, and confuted, — tho’ the Obje&ions
with regard to fome particular controverted
paflage have been remov'd, yet fill the World
is not quite fatisfied about the gensinenefs of
the Edition — many doubts and feruples fill
fubfift, which ought to be clear’d up — hereaf-
ter perhaps ozher objeions may arife, and be
manag'd with bezter fuccefs — and the very
calling it in queftion is fuch a bold ftep, as can-
" not well be accounted for but upon a fuppofi-
tion that there were fome grounds of fufpicion.

In reply to what is here fuggefted it may be

in general remark’d, that objecions of fuch

an indireél, indeterminate Nature, bare prefum-

Dtions and fuppofitions of poffibilities, do not af-
fe& the main point in the prefent debate

which is a matter of falt: And with regard to

what is expe&ted from Us we perceive that

_it is a very difficale task to give fatisfattion,
where men are refolv’d to cavil, be the cafe

never {o clear. While there are prejudic’d men,

difpos'd to be angry with this hiftory, ’tis not

to be expe@ed, but that all manner of exce-

ptions will be taken; doubts and fcruples will

be rais'd, and much weight will be given to

every random Conje&ure, bold furmife, and

plaufible obje@ion; and every precarious bear-

Jay teftimony will be admitted as an Argument
E fuffi-
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fufficient to juftify their private Sufpicions. But
* all this while nothing certain can be inferr'd
from hence, — but a great znwillingne[s in fome
people to receive as authentick, what they are
inclin'd to diflike: and as great a willingnefs
to lay hold of any means, which may over-
throw it's authority. And upon this footing,
if our judgment is to be govern'd by caprice,
I know not how the credit of any hiftory can
be maintain’d.

As for the grounds of fuch doubts and con-
jeGures, as far as they have appear'd in pub-
lick, they have been confider’d and confuted:
and when-ever any new objections appear, a
proper Anfwer will not be wanting. In the
mean time I will venture to fay, that what we
have hitherto feen has proceeded upon {fome
Jlander or miftake, occafion'd by the ill defign
or ignorance of prejudiced men; and that
there were really no grounds which coud juftify
the charge alledg'd.

1t may here be replied, if this was the cafe,
how is it poflible that fo many people fhou'd
be led into fuch a wrong perfwafion ?

The Anf{wering this objeion gives me oc-
cafion to enquire into the Grounds, and trace
out the footfleps and progrefs of this error,
and from thence to point out the moft pro-

bable
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bable way of accounting for the proceeding,

It appears by Queen Ann’s letter of Licence,
prefix'd to the hiftory, that it was printed at
the expence of the Univerfity of Oxford; and
that the fole right of the Copy was vefted in the
Univerfity. And the TypoGraPHEUM CLA-
RENDONIANUM is a ftanding monument and
proof, that they in fa& enjoy'd the profits arifing
from the publication. Dr. Ayliffe, in his hifto-
ry of the Univerfity, among many other falfe
reports, has alfo publilh’'d ¢hs, viz, that the
Copy was as a Legacy bequeath'd to them by
the E. of Clarendon himfelf. And many have
been mifled into the belief of this Story.

We have here before us the moft probable
occafion of the miftakes about this affair. Here
are certain fafls: but from thefe wrong con-
clufions were drawn: Hafty men, impatient of
farther enquiries, were immediately led into’
that notion, which was pofitively afferted by
Dr. Ayliffe; that the MS szfelf was given to
the Univerfity ; that, as they appeard to be
thus entitled to the profits arifing from the
publication, they were alfo of courfe entrofted
with the cuffody of the MS, and management of
the Edition. Accordingly a notion prevail'd a-
mong many in the Univerfity, that the MS was
fomewhere depofited in the Bodleign Library.

E 2 In
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In purfuance of this notion enquiries were of-
ten made, and a fight of it has been often de-
manded: and true it is, that no fatisfactory
anfwer was to be obtain'd from that quarter,
The Library-keepers, it feems, pretended to
know nothing at all of the matter; and re-
ferr'd them to the Earl of Rochefler, as the fit-
teft perfon to fatisfy them in this affair. Ac-
cordingly it happen’d that the Enquirers went
off diffatisfied and offended at the difappoint-
ment ; but, being ftill perfwaded that the MS
muft be fomewhere in the Librarian’s cuftody,
began immediately to fulpe@ that there muft
be fome foul play in the management of the
Edition ; and that there muft be fome private
reafons for the not producing the MS. Suf-
picions were foon multiplied, and differently
fathion’d and aggravated according to the dif-
ferent fagacity and prejudices of the Enqui-
rer; and every circumftance took a peculiar
turn in the application, and was improv'd to
add an air of probability to the bold conje-
&ure. I know that fuch notions as thefe did
fometime prevail; and I own that, among
other Young men in the Univerfity, I have
liften'd to fuch ftories, and have been led to
make fuch enquiries, and draw fuch conclu-
fions. It was alfo reported and believ'd by

. many
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many young people that the Preface and De-
dications were written by Dr. Delaune ; 1 know
not upon what groznds, but that his name, as
Vice.Chancellor of the Univerfity, is fet to the
imprimatur prefix'd to the two laft Volumes;
and that in the Queen's Letter of Licence He |
is mention'd, as reprefenting in the name of
~ the Univerfity the great expence of the Im-
preflion, and praying that the fole right of
printing the Copy for the term of fourteen
years might be vefted in them. Many Per-
fons, now living in the Univerfity, remember
that this report met with credit among feveral
of the Young Scholars. And indeed there was
fcarce any extravagant conjeture about the
matter, but what has in it’s turn been admit-
ted by {fome Party or other. When I now look
back upon the various and inconfiftent ftories,
which have in their tarns prevail'd, I find rea-
fon to be lefs furpriz’d at the belief of Mr.
Oldmixon’s tale: but at the fame time I can-
not but wonder at the weaknefs of men of
fenfe, that they fhou'd be drawn into fuch an
hatly affent upon fuch infufficient grounds. I
cannot pretend to recount all the odd fur-
mifes and conje@ures form'd about this mat-
ter. They in different perfons were perhaps as
different as their complexions ; and accordin%-

y
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ly interpolations might be thought as nume-
rous, as were the paffages with which they
were difpleas’d. "Tis {ufficient to my prefent
purpole to remark that opinions, fo various,
abfurd, and inconfiftent, cannot well be ac-
counted fer, but on a {uppofition of a zetal
sgnorance of the true ftate of the affair; and
by the évent it appears that this was far
from being generally known. Yet inquifitive
Men, not willing to appear ignorant of the
affair, took the liberty in fuch circumftances
of framing different conje@ures and furmifes
according to their feveral complexions. A
fondnefs for Novelty and ftrong prejudices
fupplied the want of evidence, and ftrack out
fome notices beft fuited to their peculiar hu-
mour and caprice. But as often as Light has
been let in upon this affair, all Cavils and
Doubts have vanith'd, and have appear'd as
groundlefs, as they were injurious: The pro-
pagators of them became afham'd of their
miftakes, and wonder'd at their own credu-
lity. Thus, to illuftrate the point by a fami-
l_lar inftance, when difturbances are rais'd* in,
the night by waggith or ill-defigning Men, the
whole Neighbourhood is alarm’'d with the ap-
prehenfion of unknown dangers; the darknefs
heightens the confufion: Numbers j join in the

noife,
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noife, who know not the caufe of the tumult;
till at length Day-light coming on difcovers
the general Error; and then all Partiés begin
induftrioufly to diffemble the fhame of their
caufelefs fears, and the fhare they bore in the
common uproar.

I think I have pointed out the moft proba-

+ ble occafion of the various conje&utes, doubts,
and blunders about this point: and I ho
that what has been offer'd will be thought a
fufficient anfwer to objetions hitherto ad-
vanc'd, and may obviate and preclude others
of like nature for the future. And,

Having thus clear'd my way,I proceed further,
for the fatisfalion of the reafonable Enquirer,
to give a plain and brief Narrative of the whole
affair, as far as by the moft diligent fearch I
have been able to come to the knowledge of it.

The Reader cannot but obferve that, at fuch
a diftance of time, ’tis much more difficult to
prove the Truth, than to'confute the Falfe-

‘hood: and therefore fuch prefumptions thow'd
be readily admitted in our favour, which are
allow'd in cafes of like nature, Accordmgly
we might fairly plead that long and quiet psf-
Seffion of a point, liable to be difputed, car-
ries with it a {uppofition of a good Reght and
thle. A litigious Adverfary may indeed 44-

firefs
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firefs the lawful Poffeffor; but a claim, ftand-
ing upon no better foot than the diffrefs of
the Defendant, ought to be rejected with in-
dignation. And with regard to the nature of
the proof, an equitable Judge will not infift
on a kind of evidence, which he knows it is
impoffible to produce; but will be guided by
the beft light, which the cafe under confide-
ration admits; and accordingly, where dire
proof cannot be had, the faireft probability
muft take place. Now I defire that the con-
fideration of thefe circamftances may be ap';
plied to the prefent cafe. Above fixty years
have now pafs'd fince the writing; and a.
bout thirty fince the publication of this hi-
ftory. 1In fuch a fpace of time it might pro-
‘bably happen that all Parties, any way con-
cern'd, might be dead; and that no [ving
witnefs of the fa& cou'd be produc'd. The
Original MS, or other evidences, neceffary
‘on fuch occafion, might perhaps, after the
publication of the Work, be difregarded, as of
little ufe: or, if prefervid as valuable, might .
thro’ inadvertency be miflaid, or by {fome Ac-
cident might be deffroy’'d. 1 am fure the Sup-
pofition of fuch a lofs in the prefent cafe
has heighten'd the popular clamour, and add-
ed confidence to the Objectors. The Re;det
€re
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‘here cannot but obferve the difficulty of bring-
ing a dire& legal proof of fuch a diffant mat-
ter of fa&; and that if fuch terms were al-
- ways requir'd, few books wou'd be admitted
for genuine: the confideration therefore of this
difficulty will be thought an excufe for the im-
perfe@ion of the Account which I here offer.

“Tis to be {fuppos’d that the E. of (larendon
was many years engag'd in compiling this hi-
ftory of the Rebellion. It appears from inter-
nal evidences that this work was begun in K.
Charles 1. time, For thus our Author begins
his narration, “King Fames died leaving the
“King that now 5% engag’d in aWar with Spain:
and at the opening of the gth Book we learn,
that the work was firft undertaken with the
“King's approbation, and by his encourage-
“ment;" and particularly that many important
points were tranfmitted -to the Author by
¢the King’s immediate direGtion and order,
«even after he was in the hands and power of
¢« the Enemy, out of his own Memorials and
¢ Journals,

In another place we are told not only
when, but where this work was begun; and
that was in the Ifle of ferfey. “The Prince
«of Wales was arriv'd from thence at Pars
“by the 17¢h of Aug. 1646, as appears by his

¢“Let-
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« Letter to the Marquis of Ormond, and the
«bQueen’s Letter to recall the Chancellor of
¢ the Exchequer from that Ifland, bears date
“about the middle of May 1648. fo- that he
¢had here near one and twenty month’s lei-
“fure to employ in preparing his hiftory.
“That his defign was foon known, I argue
“from the Marquis of < Ormsnd’s letter to him
“of the 17¢h of Aug. 1646, in which he kindly
“invites him into Ireland, where he promifes
¢him he thou'd have what retirednefs he pleasd.
“However that were, upon the Lord Capél’s
“waiting upon the King at Hampton Court in
1647, his {Majefty writes to the Chanceljor
“thanking him for undertaking the work he
“was upon ; and telling him that he might
“expect {peedily to receive {ome contribution
“from him towards it”. &¢. I tranfctibe thefe
paragraphs from the ingenious and judicious au-
thor of Clarendon and Whitlock farther compar'd

In the Epiftle Dedicatory of his Anfwer to
Hobbes's Leviathan, written in his exile and in-
{eribd to K. Charles 11, he informs “the King,
“that this was a Work (for of ¢his only he

& Carie’s Colleftion, No. 473.
b Clar. v.5. p. 131,

- ¢ Carte, No. 468.
4 Clar. p. 70.

cou'd
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¢cou'd be underftood to {peak) at lealt tecoms
¢“mended, if not enjoin'd to him by his blef-
¢“fed Father, and approv'd, and in {fome de-
“gree perus'd by his Majefty.” And the No-
ble Sons fpeak to the fame purpofe in their
preface to the firft Vol. of his hiftory. It ap-
pears that the Earl had finifh’d this work as
far as he was able without “the fupply of thofe
“memorials and records, which were fit to be
“enquir’d into,” before the date of this Epiftle
Dedicatory from Moulins 167 3.

I have had occafion to mention another
work of like kind, but {maller fize, previous
to this hiftory of the Rebellion: entitled the
Hiftory of hus life. This is dated from Mont-
pelier, in the fecond year of his banifhment:
the account is carried down to the year 16475,
with the materials for the two following years
laid down, but not drawn up in form. In this
work are the principal chara@ers of the great
men engag'd on both fides, and among thefe
that of Mr. Hambden, written in the Earls
own band. *

1 beg leave to mention this work, mafmuch
as the fubje@-matter of it coincides with that,

which we have at prefent under confideration.

« See Note p. 59. ,
As
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As the Author was interefted and employ'd in
the management of publick affairs, and was
always an accurate Obferver of what pafs'd,
the hiftory of h# Life may in fome meafure
contain the hiftory of the Times; and accord-
ly this may in fome meafure be the hiftory of
the Rebellion ; and probably fo much of it, as
relates to that fubje@, is tranfcrib'd into that
larger work. And as 1 am inform'd, at the
bottom of fome pages, references are made
to the pages of the Hiffory of the Rebellion,
where the infertions were to be made. We
have reafon to value this MS: and the ufe of
it has been feen in the prefent difpute, as it
proves the genuinenefs of that controverted
claufe in the chara&er of Mr. Hambden: and
the like ufe may perhaps again be made of it,
if hereafter any difpute of the like kind fhow'd
arife. "Tis an allow'd method of fettling fuch
. controverfies, to compare an Author with bim-
Jelf; and bring the parallel paffages into one
point of view; fo that, if one paffage be doubt-
fully or obfeurely exprefsd, the meaning of it
may be interpreted and determin’d by thofe
other paffages, where he has exprefs'd himfelf
more fully and clearly on the fame point. And,
if a queftion be made whether fuch a particular
affertion was agreeable to his fentiment, the

point
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point is made clear by producing parallel places,
where the fame notion 1s uniformly afferted,

This znternal proof appears throughout the
whole Hiftory of my Lord Clarendon. The ju-
dicious and impartial Reader muft fee that the
Jame Author wrote the Whole; and that the
Whole is perfe@tly agreeable to the Seati-
ments, the Condu& and Chara&er of the re-
puted Author, as far as we know any thing of
. him from Hiftory or Tradition. This Unifor-
mity is remarkably vifible in relation to the
controverted paflage upon Mr. Hambden ; for
the Hiftorian has given that Gentleman the
very fame chara@er, tho’ in other words, in
many places, as the Reader may eafily find by
the dire&ion of the Index. The feveral places
were colle&ted together, and inferted in the
CourANT, a little while after Mr. Oldmixon
publithed his Objections.

The hiftory of the Rebellion, -like other
works of {o great a length, muft be fuppofed,
before the finithing ftroke, to have undergone
various modifications, repeated alterations and
frequent tranfCribings. It was written partly
with the Earl's own hand, partly by feveral
Amanuenfes, occafionally and fucceffively em-
ploy’'d; and, as I have heard, among others,
his Sons were affiftant to him in this capa'cIl'tlZ.

e
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The Work was at length compleated, and re-
visd by the Earl, and then tranfcrib’d by his
Secretary Mr. Shaw.

The Earl, dying foon afterwards, by his
Will gave his two Sons jointly all his Papers
of what kind foever.* And accordingly

In the year 1685, the MS appears to have
been in the hands of Henry, the Earl's eldeft
Son, then nominated Lord Lieutenant of Ire-
land. 1n this year he left it to be perus'd by
Arch-Bp. Sancroft, who gave him a note of his
hand, acknowledging the receipt ¢ of this MS,
«entitled the Hiffory of the Rebellion &c. writ-
«ten it feems in the fame hand, and confift
«ing of about 92 quires (fix fheets to the quire)
«of about 2200 pages, withal obliging himfelf
«and heirs &¢. fafely to deliver the faid MS
«to the faid Henry or Lawrence his brother,
“then Lord High Treafurer of England” We
may obferve here. feveral minute circumftan-
ces, by which the MS. is defcribd, which
might be of ufe to prove it's identity to thofe,
who had feen it. We may further obferve,
that the Tztle of the MS. is the {fame with the
printed Copy, and therefore proves the falfe-
bood of the infinuation that it was affix'd by
the Chrift-Church men.

& Sce the Eail’s #ill in the Appendix.

Is
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- Is appears moreover from a memorandum at
the foot of this note (which upon reftoring
the MS. to the Brothers was given back tp
him again) that the Arch-Bifhop lent the MS,
to be perus'd by Dr. Turner, Bp. of Ely. This
note came into the hands of Dr. Tanner, Bp:
of St. Afaph, by whom a tranfcript of it was
communicated to me.

The MS. was allo communicated to Sir John
Nicholas. And fometime before the publica-
tion we find it was in the hands of Dr. Sprae
Bp. of Rochefter, and Dean of Weftminfler.
Here it is to be remark’d, that, while it was
in bis hands, many other perfons were fuccef-
fively admitted to the fight and perufal of it :
for the Bifhop us'd frequently to fend for fome
of the upper Kings-Scholars, and employ'd them
in reading over the MS. to him.

Mr. Oldmixon is pleasd to refle& upon the
levity of the Bifhop in this inftance as being
fo commanicative “as to let {o many, even
«fome of the Boys of Weftminfter School, fee
«it, or an authentick tranfcript of it;” and
withal adds, “by the fame token fome of them
- ¢granfcrib'd it again, by the command of their
«Mafter, for the ufe of the Prefs, as the Lads
“anderftood it." What ufe he can make of

& Reply to Bp. iterb. .
Py this
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this difcovery to ferve bis purpofe 1 cannot
fee: But I can't help obferving that this very
circumftance, which he feems to ridicule, may
be improved into an argument fhewing the
improbability of the fuppofition, that the Edi-
tors fhou'd fo foon venture upon the foul pra-
&ices charg'd upon them. For thefe Kings-
Schalars were far from being fuch inconfidera-
ble perfons, as he wou'd reprefent them. “T'is
well known they generally were perfons of
competent learning, acutenefs, and age; well
enough qualified to diftinguith any remarkable
interpolations or alterations, if any fuch were
at that time made in the MS. or, if any were
afterward made, when the work appear'd in
print, they probably wou'd not have efcaped
their obfervation. I have the happinefs of
being well acquainted with one Gentleman, a
perfon of publick Chara@er in our Univerfity,
who among others then at fchool, has attend-
ed the Bp. of Rochefler at his feat at Bromley
in Kent on this occafion, and there read over
to him a confiderable part of the MS. —a Gen-
tleman, not lefs diftinguifh’'d by his reputation
for probity, than unenvied eminence in his
Faculty, whom even to hint at without due
praife, to a grateful mind, woud be an ex-
ercife of felf-denial. ,
Mr.
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Mr. Oldmixon tells us “that the MS. was
“feen by a vaft number of principal perfons
“of the Party; and that K, William's Queen
¢ Mary had alfo the Curiofity, and faw it be-
“fore it pafs'd thro’ other hands.” I know
not upon what authority he afferts thefe facts;
yet I am fo far from denying his affertions,
that I think them highly probable. And I
make no doubt but that many Perfons of ad-
vanc'd age and ftations in life, may be able to
trace out the delivery of the MS. to feveral
other confiderable perfons of thofe times; and,
in proportion to this circumftance, the con-
clufion, which I am about to draw, will re-
ceive additional force. For as this Work, thus
recommended by the great name of it’s Au-
thor, might with good reafon excite the cu- -
riofity of the Learned and Ingenious, and, as
the Pofleflors of the MS. appear to have been
publick-fpirited communicative Men, ‘tis high-
ly probable that many other perfons alfo were
favour’d with the perufal, And upon this fup- -
pofition I infer, that it is highly improbable,
that, in fo finall a diftance of time, the Edi-
tors, men remarkable for their good fenfe and
- probity, wou'd prefume to make alterations in
a work, which had been perus'd by fo many
confiderable perfons; fome of whom might be

: F then
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then alive ; and others, if dead, might have
left behind them fome extracts, prefervd ei-
ther in writing, or in the memory of their
friends. Surely the reputation of their faga-
city, if not their honeffy, might have fecur'd
them from the unaccountable imputation of
being engaged in a difhoneft attempt, attend-
ed with apparent danger of a difcovery.

* It cannot be expe&ed but that in a work
~ on {o nice a fubje&, of {o great a length, and
{o many years in compiling, (as has been be-
fore remark’d) feveral parts, fhou'd for the
"greater accuracy; be retouch’d, and tranfcrib’d -
over and over again, before they receivd the
finithing ftroke from the Earl's pen; and fuch
parts of the Hiftory, written, either by the
Earl's own hand, or by his Amanuenfes, may
haply be preferv'd, when the compleat Copy
is loff. And this very probably is the cafe
with regard to thofe feven MS, books of the
Hiftory, now in the pofleflion of Mr. Radcliffe
of Bartlet's busldings in Holbourn.

So much or rather fo little have I to fay
concerning the hiftory of the MS, befiore the
publication. As to the reafon why this was
fo long delay'd, we find this couch’d in the
preface — ‘viz. a tender regard to thofe Per-
“fons, whofe Anceftors are found not to have

“had
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¢had that part during their lives, which wou'd

¢“have been more agreeable to the wifhes of
“their furviving Pofterity.” But even at this

diftance of time the noble Editors complain

in the Dedication of the 2d Vol. that <«Qf-

“fence was taken by thofe Perfons at fome

¢Particulars mention’d in this hiftory concern-

“ing fo near Relations, who wou'd therefore .
®have them pafs for miftaken informations.”

I muft remark upon this circumftance, that it

leads us into one of the chief reafons of the

prejudice conceiv'd againft this hiftory, which
by degrees fo widely fpread it’s infe&tion, and

. upon different occafions has appear'd in fuch

" variety of fhapes.

At length the two Brothers, accordmg fo
the difcretionary power given them by their
Father's Will,refolv’d to publifh the MS.” Law-
rence E. of Rechefter undertook the conduc of
the affair: Accordingly the MS. was carefully -
revisd; Bifhop Sprat at firft, and afterwards
Dean Aldrich, affifted in this revifal. A fair
tranfcript was order'd to be made, and pre-
par'd for the Prefs. Bp. Spraz, being Dean
of Weftminfler, employ'd in this affair Mr. 17z/-
liam Wogan, Kings-Scholar, and captain of Wefl-
minfter School: He wrote out for the prefs
the four or five firk Books. Mr. Low fecre-

F 2 tary
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tary to the Bp. of Rochefter fucceeded him in
this employment, and is fuppos'd to have fi-
nithed the Whole. The Copy was thus pre-
pard for the Prefs. The Univerfity of Ox-
ford undertook the expence of the Publica-
tion, and the benefit of the Copy was given
unto them by the Earl. The fmall diftance of
the Earl's feat at Cornbury from Oxfird gave
eafy and frequent opportunities of intercourfe.
Dean Aldrich often vifited the Earl on this
occafion; and the Earl came often to Chriff-
¢hurch : they two had the laft revifal of every
fheet before it was printed off.

With regard to the Ear! — it was generally
believ'd, and upon good grounds, that in con-
du&ing the whole affair he fhew'd a fcrupu-
lous nicety, and a kind of fuperftitious exa&-
nefs; refufing to admit many reafonable: alte-
rations proposd by his afliftants, fuch, as in
no way affeted the fenfe, but only ferv'd to
complete the elegance and propriety of the
language. Some amendments it was necefla-
ry to admit, where there appear'd grofs er-
rors in the writing, falfe fpellings, or fome
very exceptionable improprieties in the ftile ;
but as for ozher kinds of alterations he refus'd
to infert them, being of opinion that the in-
telligent Reader wou'd eafily overlook thofe

fmaller
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fmaller defes in fo excellent a Writer. Ac-
cordingly fuch blemifhes are flill"to be found
in the work ; and this rigorous punGuality of
the Earl was often in difcourfe alledg’d by his -
Affiftants as the reafon why they were not a-
mended. Dr. Clarke has often heard this from
his intimate friend Dean Aldrich: others have
heard the fame obfervation from Bp. Sprat.
And indeed various teftimonies from Perfons
then living in the Univerfity might be pro-
duc'd, which plainly fhew that at that time
they were fo'far from entertaining the fur-
mife of interpolations, that they were rather
apt to blame the over-ftri& nicety obferv'd in
the publication, which was well known to be
{o agreeable to the Earl's charaer.

As for the other Parties fubogdinately con-
cern’d : — Mr. Tho. Hearne compil'd the Index :
The nature of thisemployment did not lead him
to the fight of any MS. at all. Dr. Tho. Terry
then M. A. was employ'd by Dean 4ldrich, as
Corrector of the Prefs. The Tranfeript, from
which the printed Copy was immediately ta-
ken, was the only MS. he had the fight of.
He has affured me, and many other Perfons,
that in this there were no alterations, or inter-
polations — that the printed Copy was faith-
fully taken from ¢his — that the MS. Copy was

con-
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continually given into his hands by fmall por-
tions — that, as foon as a fheet was printed
off fair, the MS. was immediately return'd to
the'E. of Rochefter. That neither the Original,
nor the Tranfeript written by Mr. Waogan, and
Mr. Low, from which the hiftory was imme-
diately printed, were ever lodg'd in any Ox-
ford Library, publick or private; but that they
were all along in the cuftody of the Noble
Earl to whom they belong'd. This is a fhort
and plain account of the Edmon at the Oxford
Prefs.

If here it be ask’'d, which is to be efteem’'d
the true Original MS. Copy of this hiftory, I
anfwer, that which was written by Mr. Shamw,
fecretary to the Earl of Clarendon, and which
was revis'd by the Earl himfelf, not long be-
fore he died. If it be demanded what is now
Become of zhis MS. T muft fairly own that I
do not certainly know. The Clarendon family,
which has all along had the poffeflion of it,
can give the beft fatisfaction in this- point,
But, if I may be allow'd to fay, that which
upon good information I do believe to-be
true, this MS. together with many other va-
luable things, was deftroy’d in the fire of the
E. of Rochefter’s houfe at New Park, feveral
years afier the publication of the Book. In-

deed
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deed it were to be wifh'd that it had been
depofited in fome publick place for fecurity,
and general fatisfation; and then all thefe
cavils and calumnies had been prevented. But
furely neither the Univerfity of Oxford, nor
any other party had any right to demand this,
and the Proprietors of the MS. never ima-
gin'd there cou’d be any occafion for fuch a
proceeding., But, be this as it will, I may
venture in oppofition to Mr, Oldmixon to af
fert, that the Oxford men are no ways affe®-
ed by the charge of forgery or of fecreting
the MS.

If, in the next place, it be ask'd what is
become of the MS. Copy from which the Hi-
ftory was immediately printed, I anfwer, that
this is fill extant: that fome long time ago I
was inform'd it was always kept at Cornbury
houfe in the Librarv there; and have been
fhown the Box, inwhich it was faid to be kept.
that it is at prefent * in the hands of Dr. Clarke,
entrufted with him by the prefent E. of Ro-
chefter for the fatisfaltion of curious Enqui-
rers ; that all doubts about the agreement of
the MS with the printed Edition may be
clear’d up by collating the two Copies.

a See note p. 1.

But
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But perhaps fome men will not be convinc’d
by thefe arguments, but will fill obje@, and
proceed to derand what aflurance can be gi:
ven of the fidelity of the tranfeript, or how
it can be prov'd that the original was not al-
ter'd and interpolated,

I cannot but obferve here that the proof,
demanded at this diftance of time, is fuch a
one, as in all probability cou'd not be pro-
duc'd; and they, who made fuch a demand,
have good grounds to prefume that it cou'd
never be anfmer'd; — that, after thirty three
years, there thou'd be any of the revifers or
tranfcribers of the MS. alive, that there fhou’d
be any furviving witnefs of the fa&, in which
fo few were concern’d, is to be efteem'd a
very fortunate circumftance. But they, who
prefum’d on want of evidence in this refpect,
will unexpe&edly find themfelves difappoint-
ed. For it happens that there is a Gentleman
living, who can, from his perfonal knowlege,
(and indeed bath * attefted) the genuinenefs of
a confiderable part of this hiftory; a Gentle-
man, long converfant in publick bufinefs, of
a well-known unblemifh’'d chara&er, the very
Per{on employ’'d by Bp. Sprat in tranfcribing

s See Append. Mr. 1¥ogan’s Depofition. -
the
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‘the Copy fair for the Prefs: His Evidence is
full and clear, and dire@ to the point; it.
needs no Comment: I leave the Reader to
-apply the force of it.

And by this time I hope that what I have
faid on this fubje& will be thought fufficient
to an{wer the moft pertinent queries. It now
appears who were the Editors of this Hiftory:
Not the Oxford men, but thofe, who had the °
property, the poffeffion, the revifal of the Ori-
ginal MS: — thofe, who put it to the Oxfird
Prefs ; — thofe, who wrote the Preface and
Dedications, and gave a Solemn affurance of
their fidelity, — the Sons of the Noble Hifto-
rian, If then there really were any omiffions
any interpvlations &c. upon whom muft the
charge of forgery reft > Not upon the Oxfird
men, (as the Obje&ors wou'd have the World
think) but on thefe very Editors, or to fpeak
more ftri&ly to the point, on Lawrence E. of
Rochefter, the principal party, more immediate-
ly concern'd in condu&ing the Edition at the
Osfird Prefs; or, according to Mr. Oldmixon’s
interpretation, that worthy and noble Perfon
is to be arraign’d as Ctiminal in chief, and
Bp. Sprat and Dean Aldrich, as his Accomplices
in the crime.

It feems then the Accufation is mifplac’d,

and
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and brought againft the wrong parties. It
behoves the Accufers to account for this pro-
ceeding : ‘Tis fufficient to my purpofe to ob-
ferve that they did this either thro’ ignorance
or ill defign; they either were or were not
acquainted with the ftate of this affair. If
the latter, which is the more favourable fup-
pofition, be admitted, ftill their condu& can-
not be juftified: Where means of information
can be procur'd, there ignorance is inexcufe-
able; and their uncharitable cenfures, in con-
fequcnce of fuch ignorance, are unpardon-
able. But, {if thefe knowing men were ac-
quainted with the ftate of the affair, and,
contrary to their convition, publifh'd this
falfehood to the World, hereby impofing on
the ignorance and credulity of weak men in
order to demolifh the authority of an offen-
five work, they are furely guilty of a crime,
not lefs heinous than that charg’d on the
fupposd Editors, of corrupting the ﬁutb of
Hiftory.

I am forry to find that Scandal againft the
Univerfity of Oxford fhow'd be thought a fic
topick for plaufible popular harangues; — but
fo it was thought : .And much art has been
.usd to work up men's prejudices againft ¢hat
place in fuch a manner, as eventunally to aﬁ'e:t

- the
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! the credit of the hiftory. A bold attempt
i was made: the Objectors took an indecent
. llberty of difparaging what they were pleas'd to

call the Oxford Hiftory. Under this notion .

it’s authority was more fafely attack’d: ill-
. natur'd aggravations were propagated and re-
ceivid with applaufe, and a late pretended
difcovery fwell'd up the evidence, and com-
pleted the triumph. |
But after all what is the event ? the Oxfird
men, or the fuppos'd Editors, ftand acquitted ;
and of a fudden the high-fwoln charge fhrinks
away from the fight: and the motly train of -
noify Cavillers, fanguine Accufers, {elfconceit-.
ed Surmifers, andcredulous Talebearers, after
having made fuch bold advances, begin with:

- fhame. to perceive their fundamental error,
and with confufion draw off from the illcon-
gerted charge. A general uneafinefs and ve-~
xation follows the difappointment ; while fome
perhaps refolve at all hazards to renew the
attack; others go off quite disheartned with-
out thoughts of any furthér attempt: and
many think even fuccefs fcarce worth gaining,
unlefs it were thro’ the Oxford quarter. But
3ll join in one common point, to fecure their
retreat under the cover of the Duft which
they had artfully rais'd, -

/

It
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It is not my manner nor inclination to fight
with fhadows, or infult the dead: however,
before 1 conclude, it may not be amifs to

mention, what might in common juffice be
demanded of Mr. O/dmixon, as well as in vir-

7]
w
a
(1

-~

€
14

tae of his own magnificent declarations.  He !"
tells us in his Preface p. 1. thatif he is de- (¢

ceivd «“himfelf will own it, and fincerely thank

“where erred willingly or knowingly, and in
“cafe it fhould fo happen by mifinformation

.
la

“thofe who fhall fet him right; he has no |

-
{
i

“or mifunderftanding he wou'd be fo far from |

“being atham'd of owning an error, that he
“fhou’d take a pride in it as doing fervice to
“Trath,” But how little fhare he had of that
ingenuity and generofity of which he makes
fuch a fpecious profeffion he has fully thewn
in his Reply to Oxonienfis, which I have print-
ed in the Appendix. I fhould have call'd up-
on him to reconfider and retra& what he has
afferted with regard to the controverted claufe,
¢“that there is fomething fo very bafe and falfe,
¢that fuch coin cou'd only come out of a
“College Mint." How very bafe and falfe is
this imputation ? the falfe Accufer ftands con-
victed, it behoved him to fue for pardon, and
give fatisfattion for the injury. And further
I muft infit upon disfiguring the pompous

title
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#itle page by expunging that favourite clanfe,
which was of ufe to make his book more fale-
able : “to which is prefixd fome Account of
“the Liberties taken with the Clarendon-hifto-
¢ry before it came to the Prefs, fuch Liber.
¢ties as make it doubtfull what part is Claren-
- “don’s and what not.” What a fpecious pro-
~ mife of a wonderfull difcovery is here made2
, and how has he difappointed and cheated his
Reader, having by his great pains prov'd him-
felf ignorant of the whole affair, yet refolv'd
to improve the opportunity of propagating a
malicious flander ? 1 fhall not purfue any far-
ther refle¢tions on this occafion, but fhall on-
ly add that with regard to Thofe, by whom,
upon Mr. Oldmixon’s Authority, this flander
has been greedily receiv'd and induftrioufly
“ propagated, (as in fa& we fee it has been by
Mr. Clark of Hull, and withal aggravated by
bitter reflexions on the Univerfity of Oxford)
I hope by this time Thofe gentlemen are un-
deceiv'd, and, by the proofs offer'd, convinc'd
of the genuinenefs of the Oxford Edition. I
muft now defire them to look back upon their
proceedings, and confider upon what infuff-
cient grounds they were betray'd into the be-
lief of an improbable ftory. And I hope the
refult of their own experience will {uggeft to

o them
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them a leffon of Caution againtt prejudice and
Credulity for the future, and moderate their
cenfures of Perfons, with whofe charaders
they appear fo little acquainted. The Uni-
verfity of Oxford has on many occafions been
mifreprefented : many hard imputations, which
have been receivd and for a while credited,

" have at length been found to be as groundlefs, |

as they were injurious What pas been, may
probably be again the cafe : and therefore, if

ever any idle ftories of the like kind fhou'd be |
rais'd, we have reafon to hope they will not
again find fo eafy credit. Compaffion and
Goodwill generally attend the Party injur'd;
and fome reparation is made by entertaining
a more favourable-opinion for the future. No

good natur'd confiderate man will haftily fall

in with vulgar- prejudices : but will find caufe
to fufpend his belief in cafes of this kind ; and
rather to think charitably, and {peak candidly
of that venerable Body, in whofe profperity
all publick-fpirited Perfons will efteem them-
felves in fome meafure interefted.

In the laft place, tho'it is not properly the

bafinefs of thefe Papers to enter into any of--

fenfive encomium ‘either of the Hifforian, er
or the Hiftory itfelf; yet, fince the credi¢ of
both is mvolvd in the difpute by thofe who

ob-

1
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obje& ».againﬂ:v the genuinenefs of the Work, 1
hope the Reader will pardon me if I am led
into the like digreflion; and take occafion to

do juftice to the character of the Noble Au-.

thor.

He was confefledly a Perfon of great abili-
ties, which dignified every ftation: in his Po-
litical capacity an able Statefman, of exempla-
ry behaviour, at once a publick-fpirited Pa-
triot, and a Loyal Subjet; — an experienc'd
- member of Parliament, long converfant in
" publick affairs ; — and a learned Lawyer, one,
who thoroughly ftudied and underftood our -
Conihtutxon, and who had the honour to pre-
- {erve it in a critical jun&ure by the authority
of his Counfels. It muft be remember'd to
his praife, that, at the Reftoratian of King
Charles the 11, when the violent men of diffe-
rent parties, for different reafons, were for-
ward to complement the Prince with the fa-
crifice of their Liberties, He was the man who,
(being then without,a rival higheft in the
Royal favour) made that noble ftand in be-
half of the People, and prefervid that balance
of Rights and Powers, in which confifts the .
~ diftinguifh'd happinefs of our Conftitution. I
mention this circumftance as containing a rea-
fon, which may induce the Patrons cf the

' Jame
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Jame caufe to reverence the memory of that
Statefman, to whofe wifdom and integrity
they are indebted for the prefervation of that
Liberty, which they know not how to ufe.
With regard to the qualifications of an Hi-
ftorian both moral and intelleflual, no one of
that age feems to have poflefs'd them in an
higher degree. At the fame time I wou'd not
be thought to exempt the performance or the
writer from the imputation of human failings.
The very beft Hiftorians have their imperfe-
&ions and faults. Sometimes, thro hafty in-
formation taken for granted, they are led
into miftakes about circumftances of Perfons
and fa@s. Thus for example Arch-Bp. 4bbot
is reprefented in the I. book of this hiftory as
immediately tranflated from the Mafterfhip of
‘Univerfity College to the Bifhoprick of Lizch-
feld and Coventry without ever having been
poflefs'd of any Benefice, or Ecclefiaftical dig-
nity, whereas it was notorious that he was
firR made Dean of Winchefter, in 1599. and
continued in that ftation till 1609. But zhis
and other miftakes of /zke kind, will be ea- -
fily overlook'd, being of fmall importance,
and fuch, as the noble Author, if he-had
livid to publifh his own work, wou'd doubt-
les upon reconfideration have reified.
- ' Some-
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+ Sometimes their account of tranfaions- is
is deféétive ; and thro’ want of intelligence or
attention, they are guilty of emiffions in points,
which to fome men's apprehenfions feem very
material. Accordingly fome men complain of
this Hiftory, as not doing juffice to the me-
mory of feveral loyal families: and that no
mention at all is made of many worthy Per-
fons, who ventur'd their lives and fortunes in
his Majefties Service. Thus for example with
- regard to Colonel Sandys of Omberfly in Wor-
cefter/bire, great-grandfather to the prefent
- Ld. Sandys, tho’ he fignaliz’d himfelf in the
King’s fervice, and maintain'd a Regiment at
his own expence, yet we don't find fo much
as his name ever mention'd. And this refle.
xion probably extends to the cafe of many
other loyal families, whofe names ought to be
tranfmitted with honour to pofterity. But
what of all this? there feems more to be de-
manded than cou'd in reafon be expelted.
Indeed, in a work, profefledly defign'd to
give an hiftorical account of the Bravery and
fufferings of all the eminent Royalifts; fuch
an omiffion wou'd appear unpardonable; but
in a general Hiftory the cafe is different: here
it is eafy to conceive that the Hiftorian, a-
- midft the valt variety of matter, attending

S : G chiefly
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chiefly to the main lines and more importane
points, fhon'd of courfe pafs by in filence the
procecdings of many particular perfons, not
thro’ any malignity or ill-defign, but either “as
not dire&ly falling in his way, or perhaps not
at all coming to his notice. Such defels
therefore, in a work of this kind, as they
feem not eafily to be avoided, are on that
account more readily to be excufed,

There is another exception of a more cri
minal nature, to which they are fometimes
liable; and that is, a partial and unfavourable
reprefentation of the alions of thofe with
whom they differ in opinion and intereft, I
fhall not here take notice: of any Accufation
brought by Mr. 0/dmixon, or any of thofe pre.
judic’'d men who are refolvid to quarrel with
every thing coming from Ld. (/arendon: but
a complaint on this head from a.very different
quarter, from a Perfon of high rank and em:
nent abilities deferves a particular regard, and
demands a fatisfalory Anfwer. Our Hifto.
rian is accus'd of partiality, of being oo paf.
fonate and intereffed in a certain cafe by a
Noble Lord, who at the fame time does him
juttice fo far as to fay of him that his greateft
Enemies ¢ coud never deny but he was a man’
sof Qi piety, virtug, knowledge and fu:

¢« pereminent
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- ¢pereminent talents.” His réflexion’ is cons
“fin'd to the fingle cafe of Sir Richard Greens
vel, whofe vindication he profeffedly under-
- takes againft mifreprefentations in which Je
alone finds this Hiftory in that refpet fo much
to abound.

.I might remark ‘that there are Fam{y at-
tachments and partialities; as well as parzy-
tegards, and’perfonal prejudices; and accord-
ingly the noble Lord, who fo warmly takes
up a family quarrel, will not eafily ftand clear
of that imputation, which he wou'd fix upon
out Hiftorian, It may further be obferv'd
that in cafes of a mixed nature, alions va-
rioufly circumftantiated, as they may be confi-
dered in different lights, are capable of being
reprefented in a different manner: and ac-
cordingly Lord Landfdown might find reafon
to excufe, what Lord Clarendon might with
reafon blame. I can eafily imagine two fets
of men, the Gentlemen of the /long Rebe and
thofe of the Sword, fuch as compos'd the
Prince’s council in the 2, both pcrfons of
probity and honour, equally zealous in thé
Jame fervice, and almmg at the Jame End,
yet fo much divided in their opinions about
the choice of proper meang, and at the fame
time fo much integefted in the fupport and

G2 Vin-_
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‘Vindication of theit feveral meafures, that tha
reprefentations, which they feverally give of
tranfations in which they were concern’d, ap-
pear in fuch different coloars that one wou'd
be apt to think they fcarce came from per-
fons engag'd in the fame common Caufe. Let
any -one but read the hiftory of any unfuc-
cefsfull expedition jointly undertaken by Land
and Sea Officers with a limited and mixed
command, and he will find lefs reafon to won-
der at the different accounts of the fame pro-
ceedings, while every party at the fame time
he feems zealous for the common interefts, is
- pot lefs induftrious to vindicate his own che-
2a8er by transferring to others the blame of
the ill fuccefs. I mention thefe confidera-
tions, that in cafe Lord Clarendon was in the
wrong, fome allowances might be made for a
common failing. ’

.Bat in truth I dont find resfon to make any
apology for him in this refpe@; where he
affures us that he cou'd anfwer for the truth
of the principal things he mentions, being
fuch as came under his immediate knowledge.
And why then may not his reprefentation of
fa@s be credited as well as that of Lord Lan/-
down? — efpecially fince the Reader will find
upon a flri examination, that, what is af-

ferted
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ferted by that Lord in his Vindication, does’
not difprove the principal matter which our
Hiftorian feéms to have affirm'd upon good
grounds. So, that, if he has in any particu-
lar inftance difparaged, what the other might
have highly embellifh’d, yet on the whole I
can't fee what injuftice he has done to the
chara&er of Sir Richard Greenvil — whom he
allows to be faithful and zealous in the King's
fervice, a gallant man, and a thorough-bred
Souldier — and yet, confiftently with that cha~
racter, rigorous in military executions, rapa-
cious in plundering, haughty in temper, and
impatient of any rival or reftraint in Com-
mand : -and accordingly liable to give provo-
cations, which at laft occafion’d that hard
ufage of which he juftly complain‘d. The
charge therefore brought againft our Hiftorian
may with greater. reafon be retorted on his
Acm_/ér, that He is too paﬂionate and interefled
in his family quarrel, and has in his reflexions
done injuftice to Lord Clarendon. And the ufe I
wou'd make of the foregoing confiderations is
this, that, if the Reader fhall find juft reafon to
acquit our Hiftorian in zhis particular charge fo
formally and warmly advanc’d againft him by
fo confiderable a Perfon as Lord Lanfdown,
he wou'd be inclin'd to extend the fame fa-

vourable



[ 110 ]

voutable ‘conftrution to other cafes of like
kind : efpecially, while he confiders the invi-
- dious circumftances and unavoidable difficul-
ties, under which an Hiftorian labours who
will fpeak with truth and freedom of Perfons.
and things; fo that it is fcarce poffible to re-
prefent the true chara&er of any eminent
men without giving offence to one Party or o-
ther. This particalarly muft be obferv'd in
favour in our Hiftorian, that his Statson in life
gave ‘him uncommon advantages, which he
improv'd to the beft purpofes: he had imme-
diate knowledge of moft Things and Perfons
of whom he fpeaks; and he tells us B. ¢. that
other “important particulars, tranfacted in
“places diftant form him, were tranfmitted
- “to him by the King’s immediate direCtion

%“and order, even after he was in the hands
“and power of the Enemy, out of his awn
“memorials and journals”. And with regard
to his integrity, as far as a difintereftednefs in
the whole courfe of his behaviour is admitted
for a proof, no one of thofe times comes bet-
ter recommended to our approbation. So
that in points, where he may happen to be
miftaken, we have no reafon to fufpe& him
guilty of wilfull mifreprefentations. And to
fum up his moral charager in a few words
: which
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‘which carry in them the higheft affurance of
veracity, he was upon. principle a Chriftian;
Yet notwithftanding it is notorious that this
great and good man met with very hard treat-
ment : he was perfecuted with private ridi-
cule, and publick obloquy, accus'd, prejudg'd,
and forc'd into exile by a Prince, who feldom
did unkind offices; and by an ungratefull
People, infenfible of their happinefs, which
was chiefly owing to the wifdom of his ad=
miniftrations ; and impatient of all reftraine
both legal and moral; and accordingly con-
federate againft the man whofe Authority was
a check to their licentioufnefs, and prevented
thofe mifchiefs which afterward befell the
King and State, :

I cannot here omit this remarkablc circume
ftance in favour of his innocency, that when
the tumultuous perplex’d charge of accumau-
lated T'reafons was preferr’d againft him by the
Commons ; his fon Lawrence, then a. member
of that houfe, ftept forth with this brave de-
fiance to his Accufers, that, if they cou'd
make out any proof of any ane fingle article,
he wou'd, as he was authoriz'd, join in the
condemnation of his father. It appears that
this challenge was not given in vain: and

the general good opinion of the world ever
: fince
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fince has vindicated the innocency of the un--
popular Minifter, and in a manner revers'd
the effe@ of that arbitrary injurious fentence.
While we confider his banifhment in a
moral view, we find reafon no longer ta look
upon that as his misfortune, which he improv'd.
fo much to his benefit and honour : his difgrace
was his glory, and Pofterity has reap'd the
advantages of that leifure, which enabled him
to complete his excellent Hiftory. That fin-
cere difinterefted love of his ungratefull Prince
and Country in the decline of his fortune and
life, and thofe .various inftances of Chriftian
fortitude, ta the exercife of which-he was
" call'd, give us an high idea of a true great~
nefs of mind, which amidft his profperity had
been lefs confpicuous, and withal ftamps a
mark of value and credit on every produ@ion:
of his Pen. Such is the chara&er of our
Noble Hiftorian! and as for the Hiftory it-
felf, nathing greater need be faid in it’s praife,
than that it is nurzhy of that name, which it
bears. And therefare I cannot without fome
aftonifhment-and uneafy concern obferve the
uncommon induftry of late years us'd to &/
“credit this excellent work. — That it fhou'd
difpleafe the violent men of all Parties is not
to be wonder'd;at; this very circumfiance
T ; carries
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cairies with it the praife of it’s impartiality.
But it is hard to conceive why it fhoud give
offence to any Perfons, who are true friends
to our Conftitution in Church and State. It
might rather be expeced that, as it all along
eftablithes and recommends thofe very prin-
ciples, on which our Government fubfifts, it
fhou'd be entitled to a favourable reception
and efteem, of thofe efpecially who wou'd
be thought diftinguifi’d above others by a
peculiar and incommunicable affe@ion to the
prefent Government. Well then may we be
furpriz’d to find Writers, of inconfiderable
abilities, unacquainted with the true State of
our affairs, or prejudic’d againft our Confti-
tution, Pamphletecrs, Foreigners, Republicans
receiv'd with fuch applaufe, extoll'd and fet
in oppofition to the authority of the E. of
CrareExpoN., I am at a lofs to find out
what good purpofe can be ferv'd by this ftrange
proceeding. For my own part, as I heartily
with the profperity of his prefent Majefty and
Royal family in the quiet poffeffion of thefe
kingdoms, I cannot without fome painful ap-
prehenfions perceive countenance given to
principles, inconfiffent with the Loyalty of a
Chriftian Subje@ : and do therefore with for
the common good, that the Credit of this

' hi-



[ 114 ]
hiftory may for ever flourith, and anfwer the
publick-fpirited defign of the Author, by con-
yeying to Pofterity the moft ufeful inftra&tive
leflons of political Pradence, for the dire@ion
both of the King, -and the People.

The nature of the prefent difpute leads me
to obferve, that he has been injurioufly treats
ed with regard to his writings, as well as his
Perfon : the Hiftorian has been abus'd as well
- as the Statefman. Much Art has been us'd to
mifreprefent his meaning, to contradi& his
affertions, and invalidate his authority; and
when Sl ozher methods of injury prov'd inef-
feQtual, it was at laft refolvid to 4ifpoffe/s him
of his title to his own works,

I cannot help obferving on this occaf ion,
that the faithful fervant has in zhis, as well as
in many ether inftances, fuffer'd the like hard
ufage with his Royal Mafter. <«If they call
“the Mafter of the houfe Beelzebub how
“much more thofe of his houfehold ?” Cer-
tain it i, that few books ever came into the.
world fupported and recommended by fo ma-
ny ftrong concurrent proofs of genuinenefs,
both internal and external, as the Eixav BaaAi-
xy: but notwithftanding, after many *years

« about 33. years : it was all along umverfally receiv'd as the
ngs own work both by frieads and enemies ; as fich it was
anfwer'd
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quiet poffeffion, 2 *#ew, and indeed very
Jtrange claim has been fet up upon a ® pres
tended new evidence; it's genuinenefs has
been call'd in queftion¢, and denied upon fuch
“flight and precarious grounds, as wou'd in no
other cafe be admitted by any reafonable Judge.
And, altho’ all the difficalties have been clear'd
up by fatisfa®ory © Anfwers, and the mifre-

anfwer'd by Ailion in his Eixgexddrss. The difpute about the
genuinenefs was firlt ftarted in the year 1686.

a The work was afcrib’d to Dr. Gawden, late Bp. of Worce-
Jfer, a Perfon, who, (not to mention here any argument arie
fing from the nature of the fubjel? masier) merely with regard
to his abilities as a Writer, was with reafon generally efteem’d
not egial to fo excellent a performance.

b A pretended memorandwm, faid to have been written by
the Earl of #mglefey 1675, in a blank leaf of a primed Copy,
with an intention to smdeceive others in this point; which ne-
verthelefs duting the Earl’$ life, had lain undifcover'd for a-
bout 11 years, and was at laft cafually difcover’d by Millingsom
the Au@tioneer at the Sale of the Earl’s Library in 16863 and

this circumftance gave occafion to the controverfy. See Ap- -

pendix,
¢ By Dr, Walker — Mr. Toland in the life of Miln, &c. Sce
Bagl’s Diftionary. ~= .
d What thofe were the Reader will find at large in the Ap-

X,
¢ not to mention others, fee the Vindication of the Genaine-

nefs by Mr. Wagtaffe 3d Edition 1711. proving that King Charles
was the ¢ Author of the Eixdn Bamdiss, againft a memorandum
“faid to be written by the E. of Anglfiy, and againft the
¢ exceptions of Dr. Walker and others.” See alfo the Defence
of the Vindication againft Mr. Tolend's Awynter — or a differ-

atuon

R
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prefentations {ubftantially difprov'd, and the
King's right fully afferted and maintain'd, yet
JHll *many perfons are forward to cavil, and
difpute the point; and perhaps are likely ever
to do fo as long as Party-regards have fo
ftrong an influence on their judgments, and
Mr. ® Bayle's Di@ionary (that great Magazine
of Cavils and exceptions againft effablifb’d
truths) adopts the favourite falfehood, as an
cavowd fa, and conveys to Pofterity the

tation in the Appendix to the life of Aikon publilh’d by the
Rev. Mr. Birch, containing a juft fummary of the evidence on
both fides of the quettion.

a Mr. Oldmixon in his hiftory of the Siwarts p. 347. &c.

b The notorions partiality of Mr. Bayle in the reprefentation
of shis Controverfy is fully laid open by Mr. Wagfaffe in the
preface to the laft edition of his Vindication 1711. to which
X refer the Reader. ) A

¢ 'Tis obfervable that Mr. Beyle, out of his ufual fondnefs
for novelty, with an implicit faith receives Mr. Tolend’s account
of the affair, (fo great credslisy is often found in fceptical men 1)
and tho’ the prefumption had hitherto ftood in fevowr of the
King's title to the book, and there was need of fome fpecidl
extraordinary proof to overthrow an effablifb'd right, and though
all the allegations of Amynor had been thoroughly examin’d
and confied, yet he feems to make light of the matter, is in-
duttrioufly ignorant of the arguments brought in proof of the
King's title, and without much difficulty decides the difpute in
favour of his friend Mr. Toland, He gives us indeed to under-
. ftand that there had been fomething wrote on the oppofite
fide of the queftion by one Mr. Wagfafle; he confefles that
be bad gever reed it, but was tid that the gwpmer had

cone
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flander witliout any notice of it's * confuzation;
What a notorious inftance is this of the force

confined all, that ever was, or fhon'd bé wrote on the fubjedts
and fo there was an End of the controverfy. By confefling
o much he has indeed weaken'd the authority of all his af.
fertions:- and there feems to be at the bottom fome diftruft of
ghe merits of the caufe, where a bufy inquifitive man waves
the trouble of examination. A Cvitick fhou’d carefully confi-
der the cafe on all fides before he pronounces judgment ; and
an Hiflwrian fhou’d make a fair report : I leave the Reader to
judge how far in this inftance the Authour has verified the title
of his DiGtionary. . :

a I look'd into the late edition of Mr. Bayle, in which ma-
ny of his miftakes and mifreprefentations are re&ified, expe&-
ing to find Mr. Birdh’s differtation (which I have before men-
tion'd) inferted under the of Article ailson, confidering that
he was concern’d in this Edition, and had wrote this differ-
tation with a defign to do an a&t of juftice in this canfe,
which Mr, Bayle had induftrioufly omitted ; and nothing furely
was more equitable than that the Charge and Difcharge fhou'd
go both together : But I was furpriz’'d to find nothing of this
kind in the place where it might reafonably be expeted, but
only a general advertifement that there was a differtation cons
cerning the genuinenefs of the Eixiv Bemaxy in the Appene
dix to the Life of Ailion publith’d by the Rev. Mr. Birch
without any notice given of it’s defign and purport. So that,
if the Reader takes Mr. Bayle only for his inftrultour under
this Article of Milion, he is left to carry on with him Mr., Tolend’s
ftory, and reft in the belief of a falfchood. But it muft be
obferv’d, that a fhort abftra&t of the arguments alledg'd in
proof of the genuinenefs of the book and confutation of the
contrary allegations is to be found under the Article of #Wag-
flaffe: 1 think it proper to advertife the Readers of Mr. Bayls
of this ciccumftance, becaufe, as Mr. Wagfafle did not put his
name to- his Vindication, and it is not univerfally known that
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of prejudice to overlook or reject the meang
of conviction, and rafhly cenfure an excellent
work as fpurious, which, through I know not
what imagined intereft, fome men are prom-
pted to difiredst? -— So inexpedient has it
been thought to allow even the praife of a
pious Chriftian and good Writer to that un-
fortunate Prince whom they have condemn’d
for a bad Politician! .
I leave the Reader to draw the compari.
fon between the two cafes: their fimilitudé
in fome refpe@s, and alliance to the fame
caufe, will, I hope, juftify the infertion, that
by thefe means the Vindication of both might
go together. Moreaver it may be fufficient
to remark in general concerning both, that
all the flanders and mifreprefentations, which
have been rais'd, as they have given occafion
to more accurate enquiries and examination
into the ftate of fuch matters, have become
" the means of difcovering *frefb evidences by
which the truth for the future is fet in a fairer
light. '

Lord Clarendon has been attack'd, asin his

ke was the Author, thers does not appear fufficient reafom tq
expet to meet with it under sher tigle, :
" & By this means many circumftances fetting forth the simg
and manner of the King's writipg it have been found out —

: we
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Perfon, fo in his Hiflory by the fame fet of
prejudic'd violent men, Methinks on this oc-
cafion I fee the fame fon of the Noble Au
thor, the Editor of this- Hlﬁory, as in the for-
mer Inftance, fo -alfo in the prefent, fep
forth with a defiance to his {landerers, in Vin-
dication of his own and his Father's honour,
The innocency of doth ftands clear in the
judgment of all impartial men. Lord Cla-
rendon’s title to his own work is:made good;
and the Credit of the Hiftory is eftablith’'d to-
gether with it's genuinenefs.
. 'There is indeed a fathionable tafte for 1#7:-
tings as well as other things. Séngularity and
boldnefs of affertions may meet with applaufe;
and the oppofers of Lord Clarendon may be
in vogue for a while: and even Mr. Oldmixon

we have the teftimony of his friends, — of fome who had feen
him attvally writing it; ——— of others, who had read fome
part of it afterwardsj -— ‘the teftimony of his Enemics, who
had the greateft part of thefe papers a long time in theip
poflefiion ? — and laftly, the memer of condulling the Edition
at two Preffes at once before the King’s murder; — the nemes
of the Perfons concern’d as Revifers, Correéfors, and Primers —
and withal one fingular circumftance difcover'd by a Party
concern'd, viz. that the Prayer of Pamele was foifted into
fome fubfequent Editions in order to difcredic the whole
work, by the management of Prefident Bradffaw and AMiltom,
who was already prepar’d to aggravate this circumftance as
much as poflible, to the prejudice of the King, as he has
lhgwn in l§is Kiggsonadras.

o may
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‘may have his admirers. But writings of this
kind feldom outlive the humour and caprice
of the people, for which they are calculated;
and by degrees their value is loft together
with their novelty. But this Hiftory of Lord
Clarendon will gain credic with time; it's in-
trinfick value, as it hath hitherto, will I truft,
for ever recommend it to the efteem of all
moderate and impartial men, of whatever de-
nomination: and their continued approbation
will always juftify the application of the motto
prefix'd * xnjua &5 4é, 2 mohument for eternity,
a pofleflion” of perpetual honour to the Au-
thor; of perpetual benefit to Pofterity.

« What Thucydides here fays of himfelf is fo tmly apgﬁao
cable to the circumftances of our Hiftorian, that I fhall cite
the context,

—Ta & iy Tl ryx%nm R nAc[u % cx v g
”m mw’lm;am iGivem VW: &8 & ipei idxa, A ois v aiTis
supiv o wwpy Ty i om dwvarhy uyCm: -ly wﬂt cn&h&ar
imovws 3 ivgionsre dn o wwpanis ils ipge s & wivel mgld
ruwwp.ma;-uﬂmmam“qmc”c uqmpb'
gnguwv Tows 7 py [Mr%hc avrir a-npnupu Qmiiry: sou N Cu-
Mrnq ) yupnm » auq)u; umrm. ,9 Ty Mnrm wove a@u
wpr v LSphxne ke FuegxAncimn inedw dfiipa xgiry, avmi i
xivws Eu KTy w1 is k0 yGRo § ko is © wRgprsing d-
siey oUyxeTIy.

APPEN-
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APPENDIX
The late Bifbop of Rochefter's Vin-
. dication of Bifbop Smalridge, D.
- Aldrich, and Himfelf, from the
. Jeandalous Refletions of Mr.Old-

mixon, relating to the Publication
of Lord Clarendon’s History.

. .  Paris 08, 16. 1731-
Have lately feen an Extra& of fome Paf:
fages in Mr. Oldmixon's Hiftory of Eng--

land. The firt of them is faid to be taken
from his Preface to that Hiftory; p. 9. and
runs in thefe Words.

1 have, in more than one Place of this Hiftory,
“mentioned the great Reafon there is to fufpe&,
¢that the Hiltory of the Rebellion, as it was pub-
““lifhed at Oxford, was not entirely the Work of the
““Lord Clarendon; who did indeed write an Hiftory
“of thofe Times, and, I doubt not, a very good
“one ; wherein, as I have been (I believe) well in-
“formed, the Charaders of the Kings, whofe Reigns
“are written, were different from what they appear
““in the Oxford Hiftory and its Copy, Mr. Echard’s.
““1 {peak this by Hear-fay; but Hear-{ay from a Perfon
“ fupetior to all Sufpicion, and too illuftrious to be named,
¢“without leavé. -

“I alfo humbly refer it to the Dccifion of another

H “yery
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““yery honoyrable Perfon, whether there is not, to his,
« Knowledge, fuch an Hiftory in Manufcripe, ftill
¢¢extant ; and to a Reverend Doétor, now living, whe-
. ““ther he did not fee the Oxford Copy, by which the
“ Book was printed, altered, and interpolated, while,
¢ it was at the Prefs.

~ “To which I muft add, that there is now in Cu~’
“ftody of « Gentleman of Diflindtion, both for Merit
“and Quality, a Hiftory of the Rebellion, of the
“firft Folio Edition, {cored, in many Places, by Mr.
“ Edmund Smith, of Chriff-Church, Oxon, Author of
“that excellent Tragedy, Phedra and Hippolytus; who
“ himfelf altered the Manufcript Hiftory, and added
“what he has there mark’d, as he confeflfed with
“{ome of his lalt Words, before his Death. Thefe
““ Alterations, written with his own Hand, and to be
“feen by any one that knows it, may be publifhed,
“on another Occafion, with a farther Account of
““this Difcovery. In the mean Time, for the Sa-
““tisfaction of the Publick, I infert a Letter, entire,
:: which I received fince the laft Paragraph was writ-

ten.

To Mr. * * :)6 * X ¥

"SIR, S
«“ ACcidentally looking on fome of the Sheets of
« your Hiftory of England, during the Reigns
“of the Royal Houfe of Stsart, at the Bookfeller’s,
1 find, that you mention the Hiftory of Lord Cls-
“yendon ; wherein you juftly queftion the Genuine-
“nefs of that Book. In order to put the Matter
“out of Doubt, I here fend you the following Ac-
“‘ count.

. ““Mr. Edmund Smith, a Man very well known in
¢the learned World, came down to make me a
“Vifit at * *** * about Fume 1710; where he con-
“tinued, till he died, about fix Weeks after.

€ As
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. ““As our Converfation chiefly ran upon Learning
*rand Hiftory, you may eafily think, that Clarendon’s
“was not forgotten. Upon mentioning that Book,
“he frankly told me, that there had”been a fine
< Hiftory written by Lord Clarendon; but what was .
¢¢ publithed under his Name was only Patch-work,
““and might as properly be call'd, the Hiffory of
“AL SmaLL and ATTERBURY : For, to
““bis Knowledge, ‘twas alterd ; nay, that be himfelf
““awas employ’d by them to interpolate and alter the Ori-
“ ginal,

“He then ask’d me, whether I had the Book by
“me ? If I bad, he would convince me of the Truth of
““bis Afertion, by the very printed Copy. I imme-
““diately brought him the Folio Edition; and the
““ficft thing he turned to, was the Chara&er of Mr.
¢ Hampden, where is that Expreflion: He bad 2 Head
““to comtrive, a Heart to conceive, and a FHand to exe-
““cute any Villainy. *He then declared, it was foifted
““in by thofe Reverends.

SIR,

‘I have only te add this, that he not only under-
¢ lined this Paﬂ{xge, as a Forgery; but gave, during
“ the fhort time he lived with me, the {ame Remark
“to fome Hundreds more.

Iam, SIR, &v.

* The Words are much fofter in the Hiftory ; where inftead
of a Heart 1o conceive, we find, a Tongue to perfwade; and, in-
ftead of the Word Villainy, that of Mifchief; as the Citation
is, in another Part of this Extra&®, truly made. The unknown
Writer of this Letter, while he is charging others with the
Crime of fallifying Lord Clarendow’s Hiftory, Thould have taken
Care to ftand clear of it himfelf.

H 2 . In
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In a Second Paffage, faid to be taken from
pag. 227. of the Hiftory it felf, Mr. Oldmixon
1s reprefented as exprefling him{elf thus.

“In the Charaler of this great and excellent
¢ Man, Mr. Hampden, which we could wifh had ef-
““caped his ( Lord Clarendon’s) Drawings, or the
¢ Drawings of thofe clumfy Painters, into whofe
“Hands his Work fell, there is fomething fo very
“falfe and bafe, that fuch Coin could only come
“from a College Mint. (In 4 Word, what was faid
“of CINNA might well be apply’d to Hamrpen : He
“bad a Head to contrive, and & Tongue to perfwade,
“and a4 Hand to execute any Mifchief. His Death,
““therefore, feem’d to be a great Deliverance to the Na-
““tion. '

“« T)here are not Words to exprefs the Infamy of
“this Slander, and Impofture, nor the unparallelled qul(-
“cdnefs of thefe Doctors, who foifled fo horrid a4 Refle-
< Gion into that Charader. The Perfon, who did it,
«was Mr. Edmund Smith, of Oxford, Author of Phe-
““dra and Hippolytus, a Tragedy; who at his Death,
“confefled to the Gentleman, in whofe Houfe he
«“died, that, among a great Number of Alterations
« and - Additions, which he himfelf made, in the Hi-
“ftory of the Rebellion, &y Order of Dotor ALDRr1CH,
“Duitor ATTERBURY, and Doftor SMALLRIDGE,
“fuccefive Deans of Chrift-Church, this very Saying of
“Cinna apply'd to Mr. Hampden, was one; and
““when he read it to ome of thofe Dodors, he-clapped
“him on the Back, and cry’d, with an Affeveration,
It will do. The Confeflion Mr. Smith made, and
“the Remorfe he exprefled for being concerned in
““this Impofture, .were his laft Words.
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A great Part of the firft of thefe Paflages,
including the Letter, is tranflated verbatim
into French, aud publifh'd into a Fournal en-
titled, Bibliothéque Raifonnée des Ouvrages des
S¢avans de I Europe, pour les Mois de Fuillet,
Aoiit, Septembre 1730. Tome sme. 1re Partie.
A Amfterdam, chez les Wefteins & Smith 1730.

Art, 5. Pag. 154. &¢.

After which, the Journalift adds the following

Refleétion.

Cette découverte fait peu

d’honneur aux trois Theolo-

giens qui font nommés dans la
Lettre, qui ont pourtant tenu
#n grand rang dans U Angle-
terre, & dans la Republique
des Lettres. Comme Mr.
ATTERBURY, ci-devant
Evéque de Rochefter, l'un
des trois eft encore vivant, il
e (eva pes apparemment in-

[enfible & une accufation fi -

grave; & le Public attend
de lui les eclairciffemens que
Linterét feul de [a réputation
femble en exiger. S'il fetait,
dans cette rencontre, iln’y a
point de doute que la falfifi-
cation eft prouvée ; & quand
méme il ne [e tairoit pas, il
faut que les éclairciffemens

foient bien forts pour détruire
ces faits.

This Difcovery does
little Honour to the three
Divines named in the Let-
ter, ¢&'c. As Mr. ATTER-
BURY, heretofore Bifhop
of Rochefter, one of the
three, is ftill living, he
will not probably be infen-
fible of {o grievous an Ac~
cufation ; and the Publick
expeds from him fuch Ac-
counts of it, as even the
Interelt of his own Repu-~
tation feems to require.
If he is filent, on this O¢-
cafion, theré can be no
doubt, but that the Falfi-
fication is proved ; and
thouldhenot be filent,what
he fhall fay, to clear up
this Matter, muft be very
ftrong, ta deftroy the Cre-
dit of fuch 3 Teftimony.

Be-
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Being call'd upon, in this publick Manner,
1 think myfelf obliged to declare, that the
foregoing Account, in all its Parts, as far as-
1 am any ways concerned, is entirely falfe and -
groundlefs. For I never {faw my Lord Claren-
dom’s Hiftory in Manufcript, either before, or
fince the Edition of it; nor never read a Line
of it but in Print. It was impofiible, there-
fore, that I fhould deal with Mr. Smith in the
Manner reprefented, with whom (as far as I
can recolle&) I never exchanged one Word
in all my Life ; and whom I know not that I
ever faw, till after the Edition of that Hi-
ftory. If therefore he exprefled himfelf to
this Purpofe, in his laft Moments (as I cha-
ritably hope he did not) he wronged me ex-
treamly, -and died with a Lié in his Mouth.
This Vindication of the Truth, and myfelf,
is neceffary, fince I happen to {urvive the two
other worthy Perfons mentioned. Were they
alive, they would, I doubt not, be equally
able, and ready to clear themfelves from fo
foul an Afperfion. As to one of them, Dr.
Smalridge, the late Bilhop of Briffol, no Suf-
picion of this kind can poffibly reft on his
Memory ; becaufe He was not any ways con-
cern'd in preparing that Hiftory for the Prefs;
but as much a Stranger to the Contents of it,
as I my felf was, tll it came forth in Print.
I {peak with the more Affurance on this Head,
becaufe my great Intimacy with him, as my
Contemporary, both at I7eftminfter, and Chrift-
Church
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Church, gave me all the Advantages requifite
towards knowing the Truth of what I fay.
.With Dr. Aldrich, the Third Perfon accufed,
I was acquainted more at a Diftance. How-
ever, being called upon in the Manner I am,
I will add alfo what has come to my Know-
ledge, with regard to the Share, He and OG-
thers had, in the Publication of that Hiftory.

The Revifing of the Manufcript (written,
as I have heard, not very corre@ly) was com-
mitted to the Care of Bithop §prat, and Dean
Aldrich, by the late Eatl of Rochefter ; who
himfelf alfo affifted in that Revifal, from the
Beginning to the End of the Work: So that
any Changes, made in it, muft have had the
Confent of thofe three Perfons. They were
Men of Probity and Truth, and incapable of
Conf{piring in a Defign to impofe on the Pub-
lick. I can cite nothing, that is material in
this Point, from the Mouth of the Ear/, with
whom 1 rarely converfed; but the Bz_'ﬁugb and
the Dean, to whom 1 feverally fucceeded in
the Deanries of Chrift-Church and Weftminfler,
and in the See of Rochefter, have occafionally
more than once aflured me, that no Additions
whatfoever were made to the Manufcript Hi-
ftory. And even the Earl, in his Preface to
the firft Volume (for His I take it to be, tho’
no Name is affixed to it) has publickly pro-
tefted his Innocence in this Refpe&, where
he declares, that They who put forth the Hi-
Jlory (he means Himfelf and his Brother, as

ap-
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appears from what follows) durft not take upon
them to make any Alterations in a Work of thss
Eind, folemnly left with them to be. publifbed,
-whenever it Jfbould be publifbed, as 1t was de-
divered to them. : . : :
Could He, and the two other Perfons by
him employed, be fuppofed to have made
any Additions, notwithftanding fuch Affuran-
ces to the contrary, yet their good Senfe (if
not their Integrity) would have prevented, at
Jeaft, their re touching thofe Characlers, which
are allowed to be the moft diftingunifhed and
beautiful Part of the Work, and to have fome-
thing of Original in them that is not to be
amitated. The After-ftrokes of any lefs able
‘Pencil, intermix'd with thofe of the firt Ma-
" fterly Hand, would foon be difcovered : And
yet I am per{waded, the moft difcerning Eye
can find out no Traces of fuch a Mixture ;
no, not in the Charaéter of Mr. Hambden, e-
ven in thole Words, at the Clofe of it, againft
which Mr. 0/dmixon {o warmly declaims. They
are perfedly in the Style and Manner of wmy
Lord Clarendon ; they contain nothing new in
them, but only fum up, in fhort, what he had
{cattered through different Parts of the two
firft Volumes. Let the RefleGions there made
be never {o fevere, they may naturally be fup-
pofed, in the Warmth of Compofure, to have
-come from the Pen of an Hiftorian, who
had himfelf with Zeal oppofed Mr. Hambden's
Meafures, and both feen, and felt the fad

Con-
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Confequences of them: But, that the Editors
of his Hiftory, no ways concerned in thofe
Tranfa&ions, fhould, Sixty Years afterwards,
coolly and dehberately make fuch a needle{s
Infertion, is not to be imagined
The Complaint, on this and other Hends,
fhould have been brought againft thefe Edi-
tors, while it was capable of being throughly -
. examined ; at prefent, it comes a little too
late, unlefs it were better fupported: Their
very Chara&ers, to thofe who knew' them,
and the Nature of the Evidence, to thofe who
did not, will be judged a Sufficient Confuta-
tion of it. For, pray, what is this Evidence?
It confifts in an Hear-fay from a Perfon, fupe-
rior to all Sufpicion, it {eems, but teo illufirious
to be named: In an Appeal to another ver
Honourable Perfon, to a Reverend Doftor now
living, and to a Gentleman of Diftinélion, both
for Merit and Quality; none of whofe Names
are thought fit to be owned. The only one
produced in the Cafe, is that of Mr. Smith the
Author of an excellent Tragedy; but certainly
not an Author of Rank andy Weight enough
to blaft the Credit of fuch an excellent Hi-
ftory. Of what Ufe can his Teftimony be to
this Purpofe (even fuppofing the Account of
it exadt,) when it is undoubtedly falfe, as to
Two.of the Three Perfons it is levelled at,
Dr. Smalridge and myfelf ; and may therefore
be juftly prefumed alike falfe, as to the Third,
Dr. Aldrich? Mr, Smith appears to have beefn
o
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fo little in the Secret of the Edition of that
Book, as not to have known even the Hands,
through which it paffed: And is not therefore
to be relied upon in his Accounts of any o-
ther Circumftances relating to it; efpecially,
with regard to Dr. Aldrich, his Governour at
Chrift-Church ; for whom his perfonal Aver-
fion, and the true Reafons of it, are too.well
“underftood to need explaining. I forbear to
fay any thing harfh of One not able to an-
fwer for Himfelf ; but many, now alive, who
knew them both, know how improbable, and
altogether incredible, it is, that Mr. Smith
thould have had the leaft Share in Dr. Aldrich’s
Confidence, 'on {o nice, or, indeed, on any
Occafion. The Gentleman, who {eems to be
convinced of the Truth of Mr. Smith's Affer-
tions, ‘by his having pointed out and wunder-
lined the Paflages, in Print, which, he faid,
he was employ’'d (by the three fucceflive Deans)
to interpolate and alter, in Manufcript, muft
furcly have been very willing to be convin-
ced; otherwife, he would not have taken.a
mere Affertion for a Proof, in fuch a Caufe,
and from fuch a Perfon. ‘The Story of this
Death-bed Declaration flept for about Twen-
ty Years; near Thirty have paffed, fince the
Hiftory of the Rebellion was publithed (I
mean the firft Part of it) and not a few, fince
the Death of every Perfon that either was, or .
. 18 falfely faid to have been, concerned in that
Publication, myfelf only excepted. I might,

: pro-
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probably, at the Diftance of Montpelier, where
1 was, when Mr. Oldmixon wrote, never have
heard of what he lays to my Charge (Intelli-
gence of that 'kind being, as he knows, not
very open to me) or, fhould it reach me, I
might yet, in my prefent Circumftances, be
fuppofed not over-follicitous to appear in the
Difproof of it. The Delay of the Accufa-
tion therefore, if without Defign, was not
without its Advantages: and had it been de-
ferred a little longer, till I was not only out
of the Way, but out of the World, it had
had a ftill fairer Chance towards being un-
contradi¢ted, and, confequently, credited. I
have lived to hear this idle Tale, and to bear
Witnefs againft it: There is no Vanity in hop-
ing, that, old as I am, I fhall outlive the Be-
lief of it. An Holland-Journal gave me the
firft Notice, how I had been treated, and, by
that Means, an Opportunity of vindicatin
myfelf; which 1 was the rather determine
not to decline, becaufe I {uffered in Company
with others, Men of great Note and Merit,
through whofe Sides the Authority of a noble
and ufeful Part of our Engli/b Hiftory was
ftruck at. Where I alone am afperfed and
wronged, I can, I thank God, more eafily
practife Patience, and fubmit to Indignities
and Injuries in Silence. A foreign Writer has
ufed me, in this Cafe, with greater Civility,
and Temper, than Mr. Oldmixon, whom I
know not that I have ever offended. I for-

© give
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give him his ill Words, and his hard Thoughts ;
and only defire him, for the future, not to
_indulge himfelf in ill-natar'd Relations of this
kind, without better Vouchers. His Attack
on me, and on the Dead, who, he thought,
might be infulted with equal Safety, is no
Proof of a generous and worthy Mind ; nor .
has he done any Honour to his own Hiftory,
by the fruitlefs Pains he has taken to difcre-
dit that of my Lord Clarendon : which, like
the Chara&er of its Author, will gain Strength
by Time; and will be in the Hands and E-
fteem of all Men, when Mr. Oldmixon’s unjuft
Cenfure of it will not be remember’d, or not

regarded.

FR. ROFFEN,

Printed at Paris MDCCXXXI.

The
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The laft Will and Teftament of Ed-
ward Earl of Clarendon,

E Regiftro Curiz Prerogat. Cant.

I Edward Earle of Clarendon doe ordain this to be
my laft Will and Teftament. Imprimis,. I committ

Joule to God and make Executors of this [aid laff Will my
two fons Henry Vifcount Cornbury and Lawrence Hyde
Efq;. And commend to them the care of my fervants
who have behaved themfelves very carefully and honefily
te me. And likewife recommend their Siffer Frances
Hyde and their Brother James Hyde Efg; to their kind-
nefs; to whom I am able to leave nothing but their
kindnefs. Item I give and bequeath to my faid two fons
all my papers and writings of what kind foever and leave
them intire to their difpofal as they [ball be advifed either
by Supprefiing or Publifbing by the Advice and Approba-
tion of my Ld. Arch Bifbop of Canterbury and the Bi-
fbop of Winchefter swhom I do intreat to be Overfeers
of this my Will, and that they would be both Suitors to
his Majefly on my Childrens behalf, who bhave-all pofible
need of his Majeflye’s Charity, being the Children of 4
father who never committed fault againft his Majeflie.
At Rowen this Eleventh day of December in the year of
our Lord One thoufand Six bundred [eventy and four.

Clarcendon.

Wit
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Witnefs
H. Pecceus Seren. Regis M. Britanniz Medicus.

Hump. Wilkins.

. Probatum Londini coram Domino &c. 14. die
menfis Decembris Anno Dom. 1675. Juramentis Prz-
nobilis & Hon. viri Dni. Henrici de Clarendon &
Honorandi viri Lawrentii Hyde Armigeri filior d&i
defun&. & Extor &c. Quibus. &c. Jurat,

Linthwaite Tarrant Regiftrar,

Deputat. affumpt.

Dr. Terry (late Canon of Chriff-Church) his ac-

" count, as it now appears in the College
Library of Wurcefter College, written by
the late Dr. George Clarke.

Memsrandum April 21, 1726.

H 18 morning, Dr. Terry Canon of Chrift-Church
came to me 3 and knowing that he fupervifed the

firk Edition of Lord Clarendon’s Hiftory of the Rebel-
lion, and correed the prefs, I askd him what became
of the Muanufcript copy from which it- was printed: he
fay'd, that he thought it was veturned to the Earle of
Rochefter. I mention’d to him what I heard Sr. Jof.
Iekyll fay lately in the Houfe of Commons, That he
had reafon to believe or to that ‘purpofe, that it was not
printed faithfully — The Doitor affured me that be knerw
of mo ome thing omitted, but an imperfed account of 4
Bull-
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Bull-Feaft at Madrid, when the Author was Embaffador
there, which did not concern the pwrpofe of the Hiff
nor of any thing added, befides fome circumfances of ng
Charles’s removing from Bruflels to Breda, which the
Earle of Rochefter declared be found in his thber’s pa-
pers.

As for the reff, Dr. Terry affur'd me it was mofp
exaitly printed from the written copie ; and the Earle of
Rochefter was fo micely ferupulous in having it fol-
low’d, that be would not fuffer any fmall variation, the
osily to make the fenfe clearer and the compofition lefe
intricate, which I have alfo heard confirmed at feveral
times by Dr. Aldrich, the late worthy Dean of Chrift
Church, and my good friend MrHill of Richmond whe
both, bave been prefemt when it was propos’d to change,
or tranfpofe a4 word or two, in order to make the [enfe
and meaning of the Author more perfpicuous, and this
propofal has fometimes been made by the Dean himfelf;
but the Earl of Rochefter would never confent to it, fay-
ing that it was his Father's booke, and fbould be printed-
& he left it; which bis Lordfbip had folemnly promifed
when be receivd it — I ask'd Dr. Terry who wrote the
Preface to the firfh Volume? be anfwer'd the Earle of
Rochefter be fuppos’d, for it was deliver'd to him writ-
ten all in the Earl’s hand, and printed from that Copy.

Geo. Clarke.
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Mr. Wogan's Declaration and Teftimony conis
cerning the Publication of the Earl of (/a-
rendon’s Hiftory of the Rebellion, as it is
now to be feen in the Bodlejan berary

N the begiuning of the Tear 1699. bemg then 2 ng s
I Scholar and Captain of Weftminfter School, I was
imploy’'d by the yecommendation of Dr. Sprat then Bifhop

of Rochefter and Dean of Weftminfter, and of Dr.
Knipe then Head Mafler of the School, to write a fair
Copy of &4 Manafcript, which. appear'd to be, and I be- -
leive certainly was, Lord Clarendon’s Hiffory of the.
Grand Rebellion. And I was thereupon order'd to attend,

as often as the Earl of Rochefter (who I was inform’d
and underflood was preparing an Edition of the (aid Hi--
fory) came to the [aid Bifbop’s Houfe at the Deanry in.
Wefltminfter, which was generally once a Week. Here
I had an Apartment allotted for writing the fame, and
for locking up my Papers.

The Manufcript which I copied was in Folio fheets
ﬂwbd up in fmall Quires of five or fix Sheets in each
parcel, which were pnt into my Hands feverally as I
proceeded in the Copy. There were with the faid Ma-
nufcript Sheets,. fo deliver'd to me, fome Alterations and
Amendments with proper Marks where the Same were
to be inferted. Thefe Alterations or Amendments were
written on loofe and feparate Papers, but were neither
many nor long. I was at that time about the Age of
Twenty years, and I can very well remember that thofe
Alserations were only Correitions of the Style and Phrafe,
but not of Senfe or Meaning of the Author, and made

purely
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purely to clear the Semtences from Obfcurity, when too
prolix, or too mnch involved in Parenthefes, with which
the fuid Work did much abound. But even this was
done but very rarely, the Earl of Rochefter, who was
fon t0 the Earl of Clarendon Author of the faid Hiftory, -
being, s I have been credibly informed, firupulowfly tena-
cious of his Father’s Style, and very cautious of admitting
any Amendments or Variations from the Original, except
Where it appear’d abfolutely neceffary to render the Noble
Author’s [enfe and Meaning more plain and intelligible.
And this I prefume, (and I really even at that time
shought) might be his Lordfbip’s reafon for confulting on.
this Occafion with Bp. Sprat, who was generally effeem’d
a moft Corre@ Writer, and one of the greateft Maflers of
Style in thofe times. "But all the [4id Amendments or
Corrections of the Style or Phrafe, were to the beft of my
Remembrance in the Hand writing of the Earl of Ro--
chefter, which I was well acquainted with, and des
livered to me fometimes by the Bifbop, and fometimes by
the Earl's own Hand, with Infirutions how and where
%o infert them properly.

~ During the fummer Seafon I was fometimes taken down
tothe Bifbop’s Palace at Bromley in Kent and wrote there ;
and once for about s Weeks time, I attended both their
Lordfhips at my Lord Rochefter’s Seat at Peterfham.
But during the whole Time I was implo]’d, I never faw, -
nor ever vemember to bave heard, that either Dean Al-
drich, or any other (except the Pexfons abovemention'd,)
was concern'd in preparing the faid Hiftory for the Prefs.
* I wrote ont’and tranfcribed the Four or Five firft Books
of the faid Hiftory, and then was Clwfen as the Eletion
: 1 n’
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in the year 1700 to Trinity College in Cambridge.
Many years afterwards, viz. on the 1ff. March 1731-2
George Clarke Efg; fent for me to bis Lodgings in
Spring Garden near Whitehall, and in the Prefence of
the late Rt. Hont'e Edward Southwell Efg; then Princi-
pal Secretary of State for the Kingdom of Ireland, fhewed
me the Copy I bad Tranfiribed, and asked me if it was his
Hand: I acknowledg'd it was, and thas I bad tranfcribed
the fame when a King's Scholar at Weftminfter Scheol
in the year 1699. And in looking it ever I obferved
bere and there fome literal Miftakes which I had made in
Copying, redified; bus moft, if not all of them in the Earl
of Rochefter’s Hand. -— Befide thefe Alterations in my
Copy. I obferved mone but fome Typographical Marks for
directing the Compofers while the Book was at the Prefs.
In the year 1735 being then at Oxford, and making
“a.Vifit to Dr. Clarke at bis Lodgings in All Souls Col-
lege, be again [bewed me that part of the faid Book_
which I had Tranfcribed for the Prefs. I aguin ackneww-
ledged the fame to be my Hand writing, with no othey
Alterations therein, but fuch Literal Corredlions as are
abovementioned. — As the fame time be [bewed me &
large Colleition of loofe Papers, which be toak ont of 4
Box, and told me they were the rough Drasght or firft
Materials swhich my Lord Clarendon bad prepared for
the Ground-work_ of bis Hiflory: that bis Lovdfbips fixft
Intention was to bave written the [ame as the Fiffory
of his Own Times; but that afterwards, enlarging bis
Defign, be. compiled thereout what hath fince been Pub~ -
lifyd; and called it, Tug History Or TuE GranD
ReseLLioN, Some of thefe Papers were written, as
the
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the Doctor inform’d me, in bis Lordfbips own Hand, and
Jome of them I obferved, were in the (ame Hand with the
M anufeript whence the Copy had been tranferibed by me
for the Prefs. —— Amiongft thefe MS. Papers were
Draughts of divers Perfons Characters, and in particular
that of Mr. Hambden, in which thofe very Words which
bis Lordfbip has borrow’d from the Charadler of Cinna,
and applies to Mr. Hambden (Book, vi1.) are found, —
wot interlineated but in the current Lines; and therefore
could be no Addition or Interpolation of the Editors in
the Body of the Hiftory fince his Lordfbips Deceafe,

To conclude ; As I am the laft and only Surviving E-
vidence of thefe Falls, and may foon appear before the
Great Fudge of all the Earth, 1 gl:idl] embrace this Op-
portunity before my Departure, of giving my Teflimony to
the Genuinenefs of Lord Claréndon’s Hiflory as far as I
was concerned in the Publication thereof. And I again
repeat, and in the mofi Solemn Manner Atteff and De-
clare, that the Copy of the faid Book, as far as by Me
was written fair for the Prefs, that is to fay, as far as
the Four or Five firfl Books thereof, did in fenfe and Pur-
pore entirely agree with the Original Mansfcript from
whence I tranferibed the fame ; and that the Alterations
jb made as’ abovementioned, in which the fenfe and mean-
ing were in no wife affeled, were no other than fuch
Amendments as the Noble Author bimfelf, bad be lived to
Publifb this Work, would, (I am verily perfwaded) bave
confented to and Approved. And I do folemnly Affirm
and Declare that to the beft of my Remembrance and moft
firm Belief, in the Copy I fo wrate, I neither did infers,
ner had Orders to infert any Nesw Paragyaph Period or Paf-

Ia fage
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fage which was not or were not in the [aid Original Many-
[eript 5 nor to Omit any Paragraph Period or Paffage, except
as above excepted, which was or were in the faid Original ;
nor were there any Intexpolationswhatever in the fame. The
whole faid Original MS. which I faw, was written very fair
in a [mall neat round Hand, and with very few Interli=
neations, and none in any other Hand that I remember.

The Copyer, as I was informed by Dr. Clarke, was one.
Mpy. Shaw 4 Steward or fervant to the Earl of Claren-
don, and it had the plain Mark_of Age, the Ink_ being
turned brown and cankry.

Mem. I flay’d 4 year extraordinary at School for the
Purport abovementioned.

William Wogan of Ealing in the County of Middle-
fex Gent. came this Day before me and made Oath,
that the Cggtents of the above Declaration relating to
the Publication or Firft Edition of the Earl of Claren-
don’s Hiftory of the Grand Rebellion, are True ; and
that he doth the fame of his own Accord and Free-
will without any Fee or Reward from any Perfon ox
Perfons whatfoever, that are or may be concerned or
Interefted in Printing or Vending the faid Book, but*
purely and folely from a regard to Truth, that he
may hereby bear his Teftimony to the Fidelity of the
Editors who firft Publithed the faid Hiffory, and to"
the Genuinenefs of the faid Edition as far as in him
lies, and according to the beft of his Judgment, Re-

membrance and Sincere Belief. .
W. WoGan.
Sworn at my Chambers in Chancery
- Lane the Sixteenth day of February

.31743. Dbefore me : :
e s S. BurrovUGHS.



Appendiz. 141

The following paper was printed and difperfed ? My Old-
mixon foon after the publication of part of the foregoing.
Defence of the Genuinenefs &. in the Weekly Mié

cellany.

Myr. Oldmixon’s REprLY 20 the groundlefs and
unjuft Refleltions upon him, in three late

Weekly Mifcellanies,

F Oxonienfis, {fo the Docor, who publifhes thofe Pa-
- pers, or his Letter Writer, calls himfelf, is as cap~
able. of Shamé as he is of Scandal, he will certainly be
confounded, when he finds he has charg’d me in ve
ﬁoﬁ and abufive Terms, with being in Concert with

r. Ducket, to impofe a Cheat on the World; the con+
trary to which is fo eafily prov’d. ‘This Cheat was, that
T was in a Plot with the faid Duckez, to make Edwund
Smith of Chrifi-Church, Oxon, Author of a Lye, in fay-
ing, ‘That the fcandalous Expreflion concernin I,
Hamgdm, in the Hiftory of the Rebellion, was foifted in
by the Editors. Now it h:ﬁ?ens, that fome Years be-
fore Smith’s Difcovery was talk’d of, I my felf had charg’d
that ve?' Expreffion on the Author of the Hiftory bim-
Jelf, and not on the Editors, in thefe Words; Yer the
Earl of Clarendon fays of him, He bad a Head to con-
trive, &c. as in Preface to Clerendon and Whitlock com-
pard. But Oxomienfis having pofitively afferted that I
printing my Name, without the leaft Warrant, or regarJ
to Modefty or Truth, did in Concert with Mr. Ducket,
with whofe Name he is as familiar as if it was of no more
Value than his own, falfly and maliciouﬁz contrive the
F orgerpy of Edmund Smith’s being the Author of that o~
dibus Paffage about Hampden, he probably will demand
other Evidence before he will own himfelf guilty of fo
flagrant a Calumny ; and he will find it in the Treatife
before-mentioned, where I expatiate on the Lord Cl/a-
rendon’s {uffering fuch an unchriftian Exprefion to efcape
him. Take the Paragraph entire ; ““ This is fpoken OF a
“Gentleman the moft efteem’d and belov’d of any Man
¢of his Time. Mr. Whitlocke, who was Mr. Hampden’s
¢“Neighbour, and in the frideft Friendfhip with him,

¢“and whofe Judgment and Sincerity have never yet been-
¢ called
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¢called in queftion, writes thus of him, His Firtune was
Jarge, bis natural Abilities great, bis Affeltion to publick
¢ Liberty and Applaufe in bis Country, expo{ed bim to many
“Troubles, &&c. It will be fair enough for us to defire
¢ that, before we give Credit to any one of his Lord-
¢ thip’s Characters pro or con,” this Matter be fettled be-
tween the Lord Chancellor Clarendor and the Lord Com-
miflioner Whitlock:, General Ludlow, 1 know Oxonien’s
will fhake his Head at the very Name of him, hut I
mention him 2s he was 3 Man of Quality, Learning,
Genius, and Author of a Hiftory, preferable for Manner
and Stile to that of the Rebellion ; and as to the Preference
he had in his County, Wiltfbire, 1 find him Knight of -
the Shire when Edward Hyde, Efq; a Wiltfbire Man, was
Member for a Corni/b Borough, Saltafh, General Ludlow,
1 fay, writes thus"of Mr. Hampden ; His Reputation for
Honefly was usiver(al ; of rare Affability and Temper s he
always left the Charalter of am ingenious, confcientious
Perfon. He was, indeed, a very wife Man, and of great
Parts; [upreme Governor of all bis Pafflons and Affecions ;
of perfomal Courage equal ta bis Parts, &c, Now, which
of the two is moft likely to have faid of fo great and ex-
cellent 2 Man as Mr. Hmydm, He bad a Head 3o contrive,
a Tomgue to perfwade, apd a Hand to execute any MIS-
CHIEF, Edward Barl of Clarendon, Lord High Chan-
cellor of Exgland, or Mr. Edmusd Smith, of Chrift-Church,
Oxon, who was expelled the Univerficy. Will the Ox-
ford e}enrlemep leave it on that foot? As to any Con-
cert with Mr. Ducker, I never faw him, to my know-
ledge, till after the publi{hing of that Treatife, and came
thus into his Acquaintance. Upon publifhing of Clarex-
don and Whitla:ké compar’d, when he read in the Title
Pa;e, The Editors of Lord élaren_don’: Hiftory have bard-
elﬂ one Fa&, or ome Charalter, on the Parliament fide,
fiir y reprefented, he faid to the Bookfeller to this Effect,
Lord! How [bow’d be know it ; I van give him [vbfiantial
Proofs of the Books being alter’d, which he defir'd the
Bookfeller to write me in the Country, and he wrote it
accordingly. When [ came to Town I aw Mr. Duckes
and he told me, All that I have faid of Smith’s Sickne(;
and Death at his Houfe; and that he did to the laft
fpeak of the altering Clarendon as a Matter which was
unqueftionable ; with feveral Circumftances and Parricu-
lars which- have either efcaped my Memory, or are not
proper to be ipfifted upon pow N¥r. Du:ket is dead. Ihn
' truth,
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truth, I took it ill of him, that after he had faid there
were hundreds of Paflages {cor’d by Smirh in his Folio
Clarendon, he did not fend for it to Town, telling him,
when he made fome Excufe as to the Diftance of his
Houfe from London, and fpoke flightly of any Obje&ion
to it, That I thought it of fuch Confequence, if he pub-
lifb’d his Information, that if he bin:?b{f vid Pof? for it,
>twou’d be no more than he ought to do, if he cou’d not

et it without it; which he through Indolence or Neg-
igence omitting, I dropt the Affair till the Preface to
the Hiftory was in the Prefs, and then he writ the ano-
nymous Letter, as Oxonienfis calls it, fign’d G. Ducker
and fent it me by the fame Bockfeller; which was all
the Concert that was between us about it. The Tiuth
is, that I, who did then, and do ftill {fufpect fome fuch
fort of Management with the Claresdon Hiftory, and
who had Information of it from other Hands tﬁough
not with fuch Particulars, was not ill pleafed’ to have
this Proof of it from a Chriff-Cburch Man, and had no
reafon in the World to fufpe®t Mr. Ducket’s impofing
upon me: His Information was voluntary, unfought for
by me, and unexpected; I knew his Charaéter to be e-
qual to any Credit I cou’d give it; that he was in an
honourable Poft of Truft; a Man of Senfe, Learning,
and Knowledge of the World, having been feveral Years
a Member of the Houfe of Commons. I knew, and re-
grefented to him, that he would alarm a great Body of

eople, very inveterate in their Refentments, but moft
fo when their Intereft is concern’d, and that he muft
expe& to be called upon to make Proof of what he had
faid; which he was fenfible of, and feem’d to bid ’em
Defiance. But now he is dead, Oxonienfis who falls up~ -
on him and me, for deferring what we had to fay againft
the Hiftory of the Reéellion, till the Parties accufed were
in their Graves, and other Oxford Men, with equal In-
enuity and Confcience, charge me with inventing 2
%“ale which I know no more of than themfelves except-
ing the Contents of Mr. Ducker’s Letter, and two or
three Converfations on that Subje&. While he was a-
live the Proof lay upon him, and I refolved it fhould fo .
lie, by keeping his original Letter very carefully. For
fome Time after it was publifhed, Endeavours were ufed
to have him throw the Letter upon me; and this Arti~
fice was carried fo far, that he was pleaéd to fay, I had
not printed the Letter exaltly as he wrote it ; for wlhich

: ICw
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I refer to Sir f «~=— T'——and G —C—, Efq; one of
the Gentlemen mention’d by Oxenienfs. The Alteration
was leaving out the Name of his Seat in Wiltfhire ; and
inftead of the three Names at length only the initial
Letters, as more refpe&tful and decent. Upon fecond
Thoughts he fent to me not to print his Name, though
I mutt needs own, I wou’d never have printed the Let-
ter, had he not affured me I might print his Name, and
.had he not fign’d it for that purpofe; yet afrerwards I
humoured him in leaving it out. This Original Letter
of his may be feen at Mr. T Cox, Bookfeller under the
Royal Exchange; with another original Letter hereafter
mention’d.

. On the coming out of Bithop Atterbury’s Vindication 1
took fuch effectusl Means to have Oxonsenfis’s anonymeus
Letter fesn with Ducket’s Name to it, that it was no more
queftion’d ; and Bifhop Atterbury’s fhocking Refle¢tions
.on me for a Thing I was not guilty of, provok’d Mr.
Ducket to give me the further Information, which is in
my Reply to Atterbury. For this he came afterwards fre-
ql:leutly to me, being then confin’d to my Chamber by
the Gout ; and every Word in that Reply which is new
I had from Mr. Ducket, though Oxomienfis avers he refufed
to confirm what he had told me. Indeed, he fays he re-
fus’d to atteft, but that is for want of knowing the Sig-
nification of the Fremch Word sté er, from which Baily
fays we take our Word Aiteff; and Boyer interprets atte-
ffer to confirm, and in that Senfe I ufed the Word; to fay
nothing of the original Latis Word atteffare. Which is
enough to fhew, what truft is to be put in" any Thing
he fays. And if the Letter-Writer is not only a Divine
by Profeffion, but a Doéfor of Divinity, it will be a la-
mentable Thing to find fuch a2 one afferting boldly a
notorious Untruth te injure me in the Opinion of the
World; for by chance I have recover’d the followin
Letter, which was fent me by one intimate both wirE
Mr. Ducket and my felf ; the Original of which, and the
Hand well known, may be feen, with Ducket’s Letter,
not Letters, as Oxozienfis falily terms it.

Olonel Ducket calld upon me juft now, and de'r’d me
to acquaint you, That be is adv fed by [everal Friends
not to bave bis Name printed at th: End of the Letter,
nor the Name of bis Seat; but you may print the Falt either
by way of Letter to you, or it [uch ather Masmer .as i”
. ' Joall
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fhall think fit, that you receiv’d it from a Perfon of Homons
who is ready $0 AT TEST the Truth of it. '

The Oxford Letter-Writer is fo daring to affert, is
Contradilion to Mr. Oldmixon’s Affertion, This is certain
and evident, that this wortky Gentliman was mever ready
2o atteft the Truth of bis Letters. 1 defy all Readers 10
produce any Falfity fo dire& and ftaring as this is. My
attefting Letter ends thus, You are entirely at liberty to
print it by way of Letter to you, or work it into yosr Pre-
face in any other Form.

Wednefda{, Yours, dre. .

Oxonienfis having advertifed feven Books of the or.-
ginal MS. Claremdon to be lodged in Bartlett’s Buildings,
where every one may have recourfe to them, and that
the Paflage about Hampden is therein, I refer to View,
contenting my felf with what he fays further, that it has
been feen by two illuftrious Perfons, who, if they knew
Lord Clarendon’s Hand-writing, and faw that Paffage in
the Hiftory of the fame Hand-writing, it will be fatisfa-
&ory to all the World as to that Paﬁ'age, and the Im-
pofture will reft upon Mr. Edmund Smith if he told Mr.
Ducket the Expreflion was his own; or on Mr. Ducker,
if Smith did not tell him fo; in both which Cafes I am
and will be cut of the Ql’e{iion. Myr. or Dr. Oxonienfis
knows it well enough, yet contrary to his Knowle%e,
to a good Confcience, and good Manners, he falfly
charges me with being in Concert for the Invention of
this Story, which I am not fo much concerned in as him~
felf, or the Doéfor his publifher is, being the Canal, in
the Falfhoods and Impertinencies publifh’d in their News-
Paper. He tells me I promis’d ta thank him for fome-
thing ; I do hereby thank him for eafing me of any fu-
ture_Trouble about Mr. Ducket’s Letter, by bringing
himfelf to eonfefs, that without Contradition Mr. Ducker
wrote it and fent it me. Drcket is dead, and not a Mor-
tal living that knew any Thing of what paft between
him and Smith but what he told himfelf, yet Oxonienfis,
with a true Pcckwater Spirit, villifies and infults me, for
not making the dead Man fpeak, and bringing more
Proof of Smith’s Difcoveries. All which I am to bear,
it feems, and can only have my Revenge cn the Enor-
mities in the Hiftory itfelf ; but that too I am in a2 man-
ner forbidden, by the common Rule of Humanity, To
Jay mothing bt good of the Defundt. Tix
' e
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The Letter-writer, who pretends to know Men better
than they do themfeives, tells me, I am angry and dif-
appointed. If I am difappointed, the natural Confequence
is being angry; but if he will fuffer me to know any
Thing of my fé]f, after having given me fo many Op-
portunities of knowing a great deal too much of him, I
am not at all difappointed by Ducket’s difowning, or re-
fufing to atzeff what he told me of Mr. Edmund Swith’s
Information, for he came to me again and again to at-
ig} it, and that to the laft of his Life, to a very few

ays before he died.

He, nay his whole Party know, I was not at all dif-
appointed in the Reception my Hiftory met with from
the found Part of the Nation, who, doubtlefs, were fen-
fible of my Honeft Endeavours to reduce the Hiftory of
the Rebellion and Eachard’s Hiftory to their languifhing
Condition ; and it is hoped, my fecond Volume, now rea-
dy for the Prefs, containing the Reigns of King William
and Queen Mary, Queen Aume, and King George 1. will
be kindly received by them, to pleafe whom is the ut-
moft of my Ambirion; and probably it is t:houlﬁht, the
Dofloy cannot fpend his Time better, than by diverting
me, if he can, from fo ufeful a Work, and provoking
me to anfwer his {landerous Letters; but I am aware of
it, and fhall take care to mifpend my own Time fo as
little as poffible, He charges me for miftaking Thucydi-
des for Herodotus: He fays not where, and reproaches
me for not finding out an egregious Blunder in the Hi-
ftory of the Reéellion, where Cinna is miftaken for Cati~
Zlime. As to the larter, I took it.as I found it, and fhould
never have thought of a Critick upon that Hiftory, had
the Faults in it been Blunders only; the Detection of
which is what he glories in. Another Reproach of his
againft me is, that I have not given my felf much to
reading, nor ever faw many Books of YO ite Literaturc;
which will be furprizing News to all whom his moft
humble Servant has the Honour to be known to, be-
caufe I believe there is not one of ’em who knows any
Thing of him as well as me, but is well fatisfied that [
had read more polite Authors twenty Years ago than
Oxomienfis ever faw out of a publick Library. I muft
now acquaint him, that whatever becomes of the Paf-
fage about Hampden, 1 fhall never give up my Sufpicion
of the Books having been under fome fort of Manage-
ment at the Editing, till the whole, in Lord Clarendos’s

. owy
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own Hand, is collated and compar’d with the printed
Copy, which being as much other Mens Bufinefs as mine,
I ﬂfaﬁ fo leave it, having neither Leifure nor Inclina-
tions for fuch Work. All that I fhall do further in this
Conteft, and that too upon further Provocation only,
will be a few Lines, to prove once more, That what-
ever the late Bifhop Asterbury, Oxomienfis, and others,
have faid, of the Improbability :of Smith’s Information
being true, confidering the éwown Probity of the Parties
concern’d; it is very confiftent with ¢very one of their
Chara&ers, that nothing can leflen the Belief of it, but
the Collating it as above ; and that, let the Original be
whofe or what will, the Fa&sin it are not true; of which
1 thall bring Proofs out of Rapin’s Hiftory, the Right Ho-
nourable the L ’s Vindication of General Monk,
Dr. Calamy, &c. That the Method of it is not regular,
nor, what the Oxford Criticks call inimitable, the Cha-
racters and Lanil:Fe juff and proper, which I fhall
prove by all the es of Hiftorical Criticifm; nor, in
3 Word, that it has one good Hiftorical Quality, which
I fhall prove by what one of the beft Criticks England
ever bred, one educated at Cbriff-Church, and a Pupil of
Dr. Smalridge, faid of the Lord Cleresdow’s Hiftory while
that Doctor was alive. But neither he nor anz'1 one elfe
cares to enter into the particular Merits of the Caufe,
contenting themfelves with declaiming upon the inefti~
mable Value of it in Speeches and Sermons, érc. with-
out offering a Syllable in its Defence, except in CGene~
rals and Afirmatives, a very unlikely way to recover the
Reputation of their Book; which, if it had been attack’d
fooner, would fooner have been foﬁ, and they been de-
priv’d of fome goodly Edifices that are now Ornaments
to their Univerfity ; but you fee how grateful they are
for the Forbearance it met with,

I faid formerly I wou’d not have fo mean a Thought,
as that they are more in pain for the Credit of the Copy
than for that of their Patron, on Account of the Copy’s
having been very beneficial to them; and that there’s

reat Reafon to be apprehenfive of its Suffering in the

ucrative Part of it all which is now come to pafs, for
the Oxford Letters were not publifhed in the Miﬁtbany,
purely out of a Pun&ilio of Honour or Gratitude, or out
of Regard to Truth, or even of Zeal for the Caufe,
but to awaken the Safe of an Edition of the Hiftory, now
dormant at Stationer’s Hall ; and to ferve as an Advers
tifement
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tifement of its being to be fold, for thofe Letters have
been bought up and difpers’d, a Fate which otherwife
could not have befallen them, by the Perfon who, I am
told, has the Books in Purchafe or Pawn; and no Body
can blame me, after the hard Treatment I have met
¥§ch, for declaring, I believe he will have them fo fome

ime.

Application having been made to the Gentleman in
Bertletr’s Buildings for a fight of the Original Clerendon’s
by two Perfons, well vers’d in Hand-Writing, who had
with them a Letter in the Earl of Clarendon’s own Hand,
to compare it, the Gentleman faid i¢ was advertifed wizh-
out bis Confent or Knowledge, and could not be then feen.
One of the Perfons faying he came a good way to fee
it, added, he would fend him a Line or two to know
when he Thould wait ugon him ; which being done, and
no Anfwer coming, the other Perfon call’ld upon him
again, He own’d the Receipt of the Letter, but con-
tinued to excufe his fhowing the Book, for which Rea-
fon I fhall be at no more Pains about it; and whoever
fee it, if they are not well acquainted with Lord Clarex-
don’s hand, 1t will fignify nothing, But to affift others in
cafe of fuch Curiofity, the Letter of Lord Clarendon’s
own Hand-Writing, at the fame Time that the Hifto
is faid to be written, fhall be at any one’s Service who wi%
make that Ufe of it, and apply to Mr. Cox the Book-
feller before-mention’d.



REMAREKS*

Upon the Grounds upon which the
genuinenefs of the Eidy Baanwy was
call’'d in queftion, viz.

1. A memorandum pretended to have been writ-
ten by the Earl of Anglefey in a vacant page of a
printed copy of the Eixdr Bamiud in 167§, which Mr.
Millington the Au&ioneer is faid to have difcover'd
at the fale of the Earl’s books in 1686. '

2. The Evidence produc’d in fupport of the affer-
tion in thisMemorandum, viz. the Hearfay seftimony of
Dr. Walker, — and Mrs. Gasden’s narrative ; — and
inferences from fome hints in certain papers left by
Mbs. Gauden with one Mr. North.

THE memorandum runs in thefe words,

- King Charles the fecond, and the Duke of York
«did both (in the laft feflion of Parliament 1675,
“ when I fhew’d them in the Lord’s houfe the written
¢ Copy of this book, wherein are fome corre&ions
 written with the late King Charles’ own hand) af-
¢ {ure me that this was none of the faid Kings com-
« piling, but made by Dr. Gauden Bifhop of Exeter:

'@ Thefe remarks are extrafted out of Mr. Wagfieffes's Vindica-

. tion, 3d edition 1711. to which I refer the Reader for fuller

fatisfaltion ; or to the fummary of the Evidence on both fides:

the quettion, colle@ed by the Rev. Mr Birch, in the Appendix
to the Life of Milsom,

which
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« which I here infert for the undeceiving others in
¢ this point, by attefting fo much under my hand,
- Anglefey.
It may be obferved

1. With regard to the manner of the fuppos'd
difcovery ; ——— that for the better decoration of
the ftory, Mr. Toland and Dr. Walker don’t fcruple
to aflert a falfebood : they reprefent the difcovery as
fomething very fingular and providential — < that Mil-
“lington at the fale putting up the book, and a few .
“bidding very low for it, having leifwe to turn o-
““ver the leaves, to his grest furprize perceiv'd this
* memorandum.” Whereas this is notorioufly falfe ;
fince ’tis well known that fome time before the fale
he carried about with him this book and fhew’d the
memorandum to fome particular perfons. And far-
ther, ’tis obfervable that after he had fold the Book,
he tore out the Leaf on which the pretended memo-
randum was written, and put it up in his pocket; fo
that it continued a fecrer communicated only to a
chofen Few. Thefe circumftances have a very bad
afpe& ; the Appearance of fo much artifice.us’'d gives
juft grounds to fufpe& a forgery in the cafe.

2. With regard to the memorandum itfelf; — ’tis.
obvious to remark that it is worded in an idle, quasmt,
and insccurate manner, quite unworthy of the noble:
Earl, to whom it is afcrib’d, and fo unlike his cor-
ret manner of writing, that his fon, Lord Altham,
from the very face of the thing, is perfwaded. thas
it never came from his Father’s pea.

- 3. It is umassefled : there never appears to have
beea
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been any evidence that it was wrote, or fign'd by
the E. of dAnglefey; and therefore it is of no au-
thority. Now there ought to be fome fpecial proof
in a cafe, where a new record is pretended, which
is to undeceive the world in a point where men all
along have been in a miftake.

4. With regard to the fact afferted; — this is im-
probable in it’s felf, contrary to common belief: and
moreover has been frequently contradi&ed by the
{uppos’d vouchers, King Charles, and his brother the
Duke of Zurk; and that formally and folemnly by
their letters patent, as well as by affurances of a pri-.
vate kind. Further ’tis not eafy to conceive that
this fa& fhou’d fo long be kept as a fecrer, which they
with fuch opennefs and\unrefervednefs in the houfe
of Lords difcover’d to the Earl of Anglefey: from
which circumftances we may fairly prefume they had
not that perfwafion concerning the Author of the Eiar
Baaind which is fuppofed in this memorandum,

5. With regard to the circumftance of rime it is
very inaccurate and defedfive — there is no date of
the day or month when it was written by the Earl —
no determinate point of time fpecified when the
King and the Duke gave the Earl this aflurance —
the terms in the laft fefion of Parliament are ambi-
guous: the feffion may be confider'd as the laf with.
regard to the memorandum, {o as to fignify that imme-
diately preceding the time of writing it — or bfs-
lutely the laft fefion of that year. Further, the terms
are of too great a latitude; — they may comprehend
a confiderable part of the year. So that we have 2

fort
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fort of Record here produc’d to prove an improbable:
matter of fa&, which does not fpecifie any deter-
minate time, in which this fa& was fuppos’d to hap-
pen: we have a memorandum, purpofely written to
undeceive others in a remarkable point, deficient in
in a material circumftance, neceffary to give it au-
thority and credit. On the whole then, we have
juft reafon to fufpet the evidence given in this caufe,
as defignedly worded in fuch an indeterminate ambi-
guous manner to avoid the danger of being comvicted
of a falfehood ; which might have been the cafe,
if the fa& had been limited precifely to any particu-
lar point of time.

6. Another particular obfervable is, that here is
a palpable mifnomer : Dr. Gasuden is here ftil'd Bp. of
Exeter; whereas he was tranflated to Worcefter in 1663,
_ and died Bp. of that Diocefe. Indeed this miftake,
with regard to the title of a Perfon is not of much
importance s yet it is fuch a one, as was not likely to
be committed by one Lord {peaking of another Lord
member of the fame houfe, (who of courfe bears
the denomination of his fee, who fubfcribes himfelf Bp.
of Worcefler and is fo ftil'd by others) and efpecially
by the E. of Anglefey, who had the chara&er of being
a very exa& and accurate man —— nor by King
Charles, who had tranflated him to. Wercefler — this
miftake more probably might came from another
quarter, where Dr. Gauden might be remembred only
under the Chara&er of Bp. of Exeter.

7. As to the circumftance of the place where this
memorandum was found written ; ~ who wou'd not
€xe
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expe& to find it in that MS. copy, which is here {up-
pos'd to have been thewn to King Charles, and the
Duke of York? yet it feems, it is nat to be found here,
where it moft properly fhou’d be plac’d, and might
with the greateft reafon be expe&ted, but in a vacadt
" leaf of a printed Copy: this is very unaccountable
upon the prefent fuppofition. Nor can we conceive
any other reafon of this proceeding, than this, which
feems to be the true one, viz. that this Noble Earl
had no fuch MS. Copy of the Book, as is here pre-
tended. And that he had not, will appear highly
probable from the following confiderations. For
8. “Tis to be obferv’d that this pretended MS. Copy
was a very curious one, having fome corre@ions writ-
ten with the King’s own hand, and as it was in the poffef-
fion of as carious a Colle&or of every thing valuable
in the Literary way as any perfon of his times, wou’d
doubtlefs have been carefully preferv’d. Bat, fince
it is not extant, nor was ever known to be in the
Earl’s poffeffion, it rather may be prefum’d that
there was no fuch MS. ever fhewn ; at leaft it requires
a better proof than the mere affertion in the memo-
randum to induce any confiderate man to believe it.
Elpecially fince we have the affurance of a Perfon, .
well acquainted with the Earl’s Library, that he
never faw, or heard that there ever was fuch a MS.
Copy ; and this Perfon is no other than Lord Altham
the Earl’s 3d Son, then Dean of Exeter, and Preben-
dary of Weftminfter. But further,
9. With regard to the printed Copy which con-
tain’d this memorandum ’tis very unaccountable, thac
K ' thas
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that very circumftance fhou’d be omitted, which was
requifite to give value to the copy, and an air of
credibility to the fory ; viz. the corrections written by
King Charles inthe MS: thefe at leaft fhou’d have
been tranfcrib’d and notcd. But the Rev. and noble
Perfon above-mention'd, who had frequent accefs to
his Father’s Library, and frequent converfation with
him upon literary matters, declares that he never
faw, never heard of fuch a memorandum in a printed
Copy ; and in confirmation of his opinion in this
matter, he gives this proof — that he had turn’d
over his Father’s papers, found a Parliamentary * diary
¢ written by him, relating particularly to himfelf, and
<€ of that very year, which the memorandum refers to,
¢ in which there are many things of far lefs confe-
« quence, and particularly what the King faid to
“him in that houfe, but not one fyllable of what is
< exprefs’d in the memorandum.” Had the allegation
of the memorandum been #rue, it is fcarce poffible
to conceive that an occurrence fo very fingslar and
extraordinary fhou’d be omitted by the moft accurate
obferver and induftrious Colle&or of every thing
curious — and a perfon too, who is reprefented as
zealous to undeceive others in this point. This laft
circumftance comes now to be confider'd, from which
we may perceive the inconfiffency of the whole Pro-
ceedmg For

. Let us obferve the End for which this memo-
randum was written by one of the wifeft men of that
age — it was a publick-fpirited one, viz. to unde-
ceive others in a remarkable point — let us obferve

the
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the edns us'd in order to this End. He, who had
a curious MS. Copy, writes this advertifement in a
printed Copy, which, it feems, was not kept as a
Curiofity, but difpers’d in the Library among other
books; and fo at laft came into the Au&ioneer’s
hands : in the mean time liable to various contin-
gencies — perhaps to be torn out, — to fall into pri-
vate hands, — to lie negletted, and never fee the
Light: and it feems, that in fa& it lay hid unthought
of and undifcover'd for about 11 years, and proba-
bly wou'd mever have been known, but that very
providentially it fell into the hands of Mr. Millington,
the Audtioneer. So that very teftimony, which was
written to undeceive others, was all this while kept a
fecret to the Earl’s family. Lord Altham for his part
an{wers that he was never favour’d with this fingular
information — neither He nor any of his family e-
ver heard his Father queftion the King’s being the
Author, or fay any thing contain’d in the memo-
randum; nor does it appear, that any other perfons
. nearly related by blood or intereft had the leaft
knowledge of the matter. This difcovery, it feems,
was refery’d for the.Adudioneer. All this while what
a fine fcheme of undeceiving the world is this, thus
to keep them ftill in the dark? what an unaccount-
able inconfiffency in the whole proceeding, highly re-
fle&ing on the underftanding of that great Statefman,
who is reprefented as having a certain End in view,
and yet at the fame time induftrious to difappoint it by
negle@ing the proper means? But if the imputation
of fuch ablurd proccedings cannot be admitted con-

K 2 fiftently
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fiftently with the Earl’s known charaer, I think we
thall find reafon to exempt him from the imputation
of writing this memorandum, and to confider the
whole as a forgery coming from fome other quarter —
efpecially, if to the reafons already mention’d we
add in the laft place

11. The fufpicious and difingenuous dealing of
the Perfon who had the pretended memorandum ‘in
his poffefiion ; which feems defign’d rather to deceive
than undeceive the world. — For it was not openly
communicated to the publick, nor fubmitted to the
view of the moft curious and competent judges; but
kept clofe like a fecret whifper’d about among a par-
ticular fet of friends. Mr. Wagfaffe made frequent
and earneft application, but Mr. Millington never
wou'd favour him with the fight of it. Lord Altham,
who was well acquainted with his Father’s hand, and
defirous to inform himfelf in this matter, cou’'d ob-
tain nothing of him but a promife, which he cou’d
never get perform’d; and probably for this very
reafon, becaufe he was a competent judge of the cafe.
This circamftance alone wou'd give fufficient grounds
for fufpicion ; and, if we take in the evidences con-
tain’d in the memorandum itfelf, upon the whole we
need not fcruple to reje the allegation as a fiion.

So much I thought proper to affert by way of re-
marks upon the memorandum extraed out of Mr.
Wagfaffe’s Vindication &c. to which I refer the Read-
er for a more full fatisfa&ion.

But to purfue the hiftory of this controverfy — It

has been obferv'd that this memorandum was fuppos’d
to
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to be written in 167y. — that, during the remain-
ing part of the Earl’s life, for about 11.years, it lay
dormant in his Library entirely unknown aud undif
cover’d —- in Apr. 1686 the Earl dies; and that year,
his Library one of the moft valuable private colle-
&ions of books in Europe, was, contrary to his in-
tention and dire&ion, order’d to be fold by Auction ;
the management of the affair was committed to Mr.
Millington the Au&ioneer ; and herewith opportunity
was given to make this notable difcovery: this was
foon made, and propagated not without fuccefs a-
mong fome people, in an age, fond of novelty, when
the general difaffe&ion to King Fames difpos'd men
to receive any impreffion in prejudice to the Royal
Caufe. Bp. Gauden, it feems, was gow found to be
the writer of the Eixdr Bamamd. This was indeed a
new and flrange claim ; fuch as never appears to have
been made by the Bp. in his life time; or, if it had,
wou’d certainly never have been credited. He had
been now dead about 23 years. Yet fo it happen'd,
that, even at fo great a diftance of time a voucher
cou’d be rais’d up in confirmation of this pofthumous
evidence. For Dr. Walker, who was, during the times
of ufurpation, Curate to Dr. Gauden, then Dean of
Bucking (to which he was collated by ordinance of
Parliament in 1643.) being talk’d with on this oc-
cafion, immediately recolle@ted all the informations
he at {everal times had receiv’d from Dr. Gauden; —

- and roundly afferted his title to the work — thus the
fecret which hitherto they both had conceal'd, was

at once boldly publifa’d: Dr. Walker pleas’d himfelf
with
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with the fingulsr merit of knowing much of the’
matter ; and officioufly reported more than ke, or
Dr. Gauden knew to be true — His teftimony upon
this was call'd in queftion and invalidated : a paper-
war commenc’d ; the controverfy was carried on with
warmth : Mrs. Gauden's narrative is taken in to make
up the evidence; and certain papers of the Bithop in
the hands of one Mr. North are produc’d to fupport
the Bifhop’s claim.

I thall not trouble the Reader with a tedious de-
tail of the circumftances of the whole Evidence; I
choofc to refer him to the printed accounts of Dr.
Walker or Mr. Toland’s Amyntor ; and, I think, he will
readily excufe me when he is affur’d that all is re-
folvid into the Teftimony of Bp. Gauden concerning
bimfelf. ‘This is really fo much the cafe that what is
alledg’d befides, is not to be look’d upan as any evi-
dence at 4ll.

I leave the Reader to judge what ftrefs is to be
laid upon a claim of this nature ; only defiring him
to apply the cafe home to himfelf. Let us then {up-
pofe him to be in poffeffion of a valuable envied pro-
perty, which neverthelefs he had quietly enjoy’d a-
bout forty years: let us farther fuppofe, that an im-
pudent Voucher or two fhou’d afterwards agree to
fet up the claim of fome other Gentleman (who had
been dead berween 20 and 30 years) merely upon
this footing, viz. that that fame Gentleman forfooth
had told them he had a juft title to it — wou’d he be
convinc'd by fuch evidence, and tamely give up his
property ? no certainly ; unlefs his infatuation was

2]
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as great as the claimant’s impudence. And therefore
I thiak, that by the fame way of reafoning, he never
cou’d be influenc’d by fuch idle, precarious, pofthu-
mous, hear-fay teftimony to admit Dr. Gauden’s arro-
gant claim, and difpoffe(s King Charles of his allow’d
right.

I beg leave to offer a few ftriGures on the circum-
ftances of this evidence. '

1. As to the Papers {aid to be left by Bp. Gau-
den in pofleffion of Mr. North; - —— ’tis f{ufficient |
to obferve in general, that they are fuch, as are far
from afcertaining his title to the thing in difpute, in-
almuch as they make no mention at all of it: — but
they are withal fuch, as ought not to be produc'd
by thofe, who have a tender regard for his chara-
&er ; fince they tend to expofe his weaknefs, his ar-
rogance, and ambition ; and leave this impreflion on
the Reader’s mind, that the man, who cou’d write
in fuch a manner, was capable of faying any thing;
and fo in the event they imvalidate this teftimony.
But, as nothing appears to be exprefly mention’d of
his claim to the Eixdr Bamams, we may difmifs this e-
vidence, as quite impertinent, and alledging nothing
to the purpofe.

2dly With regard to Mrs. Gauden’s narrative —
I can look upon it in no other view, than as an of-
ficious attempt of a vain woman to improve her
husband’s tale to the beft advantage. As to the fin-
gulasity in her relation of fa&s and circumftances —
it is of little import whether the fi&ion came from
her own, or her husband’s imagination. It feems the

’ Dr»
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Dr. claim’d the merit of writing fomething in behalf
of the Royal caufe; and on that account he is an "
importunate follicitor for higher preferments; and
it feems the Eixdr Baaii is pitch’d upon for that fome-
thing , as being a piece which wou'd do him the
greateft credit, and beft anfwer his defigns.

3dly, With regard to Dr. Walker's evidence — this
is on good grounds charg’d with inconfiflency in three
relpe&s -— 1. inconfiflency with the memorandum in
fupport of which it is brought; 2dly, with the re-
lation of the affair formerly given by bimfelf; 3dly,
with Mrs. Gauden’s narrative.

1. According to Dr. Walker’s account Dr. Gauden
is reprefented as not knowing whether the King bad ever
[feen bis performance : whereas the memorandum men-
tions fome correitions in the MS. copy with the King’s own
band. Now, if Dr. Gauden had been the author of the
work, he cou’d not well be ignorant of this circum-
ftance; and, whén it appear’d in publick, he muft
have known and obferv’d any variation made by an-
other hand.

2. In the next place 'tis obfervable that his printed
account in 1691 difagrees with his asteffasion, given
in by him in the year preceeding as the whole he then
knew of that affair : now the rcafon of this variation
may be thus accounted for. It feems his affertions
“had been throughly canvafs’d, and were found fuch
as wou’d not ftand the teft ; and therefore, whe» he
publifb’d his account, he found it neceffary to omir
what he had before afferted, and to infert fome new
facts and circumftances, and to fhape his relation in

a
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a different manner to ferve a prefent turn. Now
Truth is an uniform, invariable thing; and in the
prefent cafe it feems not to be much regarded by
that Witnefs, who occafionally retrads and fhifts his
evidence ; no credit ought to be given to a Voucher,
who is found not confiftent with bimfelf.

3. °Tis a fufpicious circumftance much to the dif-
credit of any caufe, that the witneffes on the fame
fide of the queftion difagree in the relation of fads:
fuch evidences are juftly to be fet afide as deftroying
one another, both being probably as diftant from the
truth as they are from one another, And as to Dr.
Walker in particular — ’tis not much to be wonder’d
that he fhou’d contradi& others, who is found incon-
~ fiftent with bimfelf. Now in the prefent cafe his te-
‘ftimony appears to contradi& Mrs. Gauden’s narrative
in no lefs than thirteen inftances. Thefe Mr. Wag-
fiaffe has exhibited drawn up in two Columns con-
fronting one another in the Defence of his Vindication
?- 53 and to this I refer the Reader. Now upon
the whole, what muft every equitable Judge think
- of evidences thus circumftantiated, thus embarafs'd
with the charge of impertinencies, inconfiftencies,
and contradi&ions ? all thefe muft be look’d upon
as {o many deviations from the ftrait line of Truth,
and as fuch, betray the diffrefs and weaknefs of the
Caufe, which they are brought to fupport.

I muft here beg leave to remind the Reader, that,
however pertinent, full, and clear thefe evidences
might be. thought, yet ftill they are only bear-{ay poft-
humous evidences and refolvable ifto Dr. Gauden’s

te~
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tetimony concerning himfelf. — And if it be a ge-
nerally receiv'd principle of equity that a Man’s evi-
dence in his own cafe is not to bc admitred, to the
prejudice of another, who is in poffeffion of the Right,
I prefume all that is fuppos’d to come from Dr. Gas-
den, will have but little weight in the prefent inftance.

But after all, it never appear’d that Dr. Gauden
himfelf did ever make this claim: on the contrary it
appears that he join’d in the common acknowledge-
ment of the King’s title, and which he made in a
particalar manner on a certain occafion, when being
at Exeter he preach’d on Jan. 30. For the proof of
this, as a thing notorious, the atteftation of onc of
his Clergy at Exeter is produc’d by Mr. Wagflaffe.
But if after this he did make any fuch claim, the
charge of difingcnuity and prevarication will ftick on
his memory, and blaft his credit.

Before I entirely difmifs this fubje& it may not
be amifs to bring into one point of view feveral con-
fiderations, which fhew the high improbability of his
being the Author of this excellent performance —
And the 1ft. is thar, which will ftrike the Apprehen-
fion of every Critical Reader, his incapacity 5 this is
colleted from intcrnal evidences, the peculiar fpirit
and flile, as well as the matter of the Eixdr Baamnind,
compat’d with every produdion of his Pen, fo dif-
ferent in kind, and degree, diftinguifh’d by fuch an
inimitable excellence and fuperiority, that we may
venture to affert that it cruly bears the King’s image
and fuperfcription ; and that the Royal coin cou’d
not be counterfgited by f{o unskilfull a hand. .
2dly,
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2dly, The teltimony of Dr. Guauden’s friends, who
give him the chara&er of a pious and good man —
Upon this fuppofition and confiftently with this cha-
ra&er, how can they allow him to be the author of
fuch a fraud? for is it not a dishoneft procecding to
impofe a cheat upon the world, to perfonate the
King in his meditations and fecret thoughts, and in
his appeals and addrefles to God ? Bat this will ftill
appear more improbable if we confider, that,
3dly, He never appear’d to a& upon principles
and motives which might induce him to an attempt
of this -kind. He had no fpecial attachment to
the King’s fervice ; he was not his. Chaplain, he
was never preferr’d by him. He was made Dean of
Bocking in 1643 by an ufurp’d Power, by ordinance
of the Parliament — He was an occafional conformift
to the humour of the times; he took the Covenant;
and held the office of Maffer of the Temple, during
the Ufurpation. Upon the whole, he rather appears
to have given great proofs of his zeal to hold his lu-
crative preferments than to fupport the Royal caufe.
And therefore it fcems very improbable that a per-
fon with fuch difpofitions, in fuch circumftances,
fhou’d fo boldly engage in fuch an invidious under-
taking, attended with fuch diffculty and danger.
Now after all this, The Reader may with fome
furprize ask, how it came to pafs that Dr. Gauden
was pitch’d upon for the reputed author of the work ;
I fhall endeavour to anfwer his enquiry, and account
for the proceeding. It happens in this, as in many
other falle reports, that there are fome circumftances
which,
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which, being mifunderftood or mifapplied, give the
occafion. It feems that about the time the Eixdy
Basuini made it’s Appearance, two pieces came out in
Dr. Gasuden’s name, viz. the non-obligation of the Co-
venant, and a Proteflation againft the King’s Murder; in
which a& moft of the Presbyterians join'd, in oppo-
fition to their Rivals the Independents, who by this
time had gain’d the fuperiority. Thefe were printed
by Royfton the King’s Printer.  On this occafion Dr.
Gasden was known to have frequent intercourfe with
that Prefs: and on account of the fubje@ of his Pa-
pers, ‘tis poffible that he might have accefs to Bp.
Duppa, as his friends report, and the work might be
favour’d with his approbation and affitance: And,
on this Account after the Reftoration °tis probable
that he magnified his fervices, and thought himfelf
entitled to fome reward ; and accordingly as to what
- the papers, left behind him, mention of the merit
he claim'd of writing fomething in behalf of the
Royal caufe, this moft probably relates to the above-
mention'd tralts, which Mrs. Gauden and Dr. Walker
mifapply to the Eixdr Bamrud. But further, what if
it fhou’d appear that a confiderable part of it was
to be feen before the publication in the Dodor’s own
hand writing? we may perhaps wonder, that this has
not been more infifted on as the fthrewdeft Argument
to prove that he wrote it: but it happens very un-
- luckily, that this circumftance fhews that he was
merely a tranfcriber and not the Author. The truth
of the cafe was this — There was a correfpondence

between the Dr.:and Mr. Simmons, formerly Minifter
of
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of Rayne in the Neighbourhood of Bocking, who
was the very Perfon entrufted with the publication
of the work both at Dugard’s and Royflen’s Prefs. The
Do&or borrows the MS. of him, defirous to pernfe
it: being oblig'd to reftore it in a very fhort time,
he {ets about tranfcribing as much as he cou’d in the
limived time; and this is indeed the only way he
was capable of writing the Eixdr Baad. One William
Alen, who fate up all night and was affiftant to him
on this occafion, gave this account of the affair.

Thefe are the moft probable grounds, which gave

“occafion to the miftake or mifreprefentation : the
above-mention’d circumftances, it {feems, were known
to agree with the Cafe of Dr. Gauden, and no other
perfon ; Accordingly he was pitch’d upon for the
Aauthor of the performance: if they cou’d have been
applied to fome more able Hand, and fupported by
the like evidence, Dr. Gasden’s name wou'd never
have appear’d in the difpute, loaded as it is with the
weight of a reputation, which he is unable {uftain.

I have now gone through the examination of the
Grounds, on which the genuinenefs of the Eixar Baai-
an has been call’d in queftion — the pretended memo-
randum has been throughly confider’d, and difprov'd ;
and will, I prefume, among all impartial judges pafs
for no other than a forgery — the vouchers brought
in fupport of it have been examin’d, and found im-
pertinent, and inconfiflent in their teftimony; and the
whole evidence juftly exploded, as an idle gofipping

" tale. And by this time methinks, the Reader looks

back on the whole proceeding not without aftonifh-
ment
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ment and indignation, while he confiders the injuffics
done to the good King, by difpoflefling him of his
right and title to his own work, a right eftablifh’d
by long uncontefted poffeffion, — and that upon the
molt infignificant, precarious, [elf-confuted evidences: —
and withal the affront offer’d to common fenfe, and
the impudence of obtruding on the world the be-
lief fuch an improbable ftory on fuch incompetent
grounds = and laftly (what is as monftrous as the
impofition of the fraud -itfelf) the blind eredulity of
thofe men, who implicitly receive and induftrioufly
propagate the flander, refolv’d, in fpite of the means
of convition, to countenance every report which
detra&s from the perfonal credit of the good King,
and thereby weakens the defence of his Caufe. In
this inftance we perceive the furprizing effe& of
ftrong party prejudices: we perceive that there is no
affertion fo improbable, but what will be admitted
and believ’d ; none fo clear and unexceptionable,
but what will be queftion’d and rejeted by perfons
under the influence of this deluding principle.

I will venture to fay that, among the vaft number
of books publifh’d and without difpute receiv’d un-
der the names of their refpe&tive Authors, few were
ever known to carry along with them fo many and
fo clear proofs of their genuinenefs as the Eixar Bas-
ao, which I fhall prefently make appear. As the King’s
performance it was univerfally receiv’d, and acknow-
ledg’d without contradi@ion ; as fuch it was confi-
der’d by the Ufurpers, who employ’d Milton to write
a formal anfwer to it. And now when this greateft

: effort
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effort of wit and malice prov'd unfuccefsful, it was
at laft refolv’d to ftrike a very bold ftroke and dif~
poflefs the King of his title to this as well as the other
.branches of his property. In this work indeed a
moft worthy inftrument has been employ’'d : the au-
thority of this Book is attack’d by the fame hand
which attempted to demolith the Canon of the Foly
Scriptyres.

In a difpute of this kind it might with reafon be
thought fufficient to anfwer -all obje&ions, and to
clear the point from all the exceptions made: when
this is done according to the allow’d principles of
reafoning the Prefumption of courfe muft ftill, as be-
fore, ftand in favour of the reputed Author. But
as the particular faés brought in proof of our point
are not univerfally known, or confider'd by the par-
ties engag’d on either fide of the queftion; for the
fatisfa&ion of the one, and for the convi&ing, if
not convincing, the other, I proceed to exhibit, in
a compendious fummary view, the evidences, by which
the genuinenefs of the Eixdr Banana is prov'd, I fhall
here chiefly infift on the external evidences which
arife from the teftimony of others, fubmitting the
application of the internal evidences contain’d in the
work itfelf to the judgment of the intelligent Reader.

Now with regard to the teftimonies brought in
proof of the fa& we may in general obferve, that
they are many in number, various in kind and degree,
coming from enemies as well as friends to the Royal
caufe, all concurring and agreeing in one. common
point. ‘Thefe I fhall recite as they are recapitulated

by
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by Mr. Wagflaffe in his Viodication p. 109 and di-
gefted in proper order of time and inftead of com-
menting on them in this place refer the Reader to
the feveral parts of his book, for the more diftin&
explication and proof.

1. Then, we have the Princely Pelican giving an
account of the early intentions of the King before
he put pen to paper ; and alfo of the fteps, and li-
peaments, and of the gradual proceeding of the King
during the time of his writing it, and the progrefs
he made in it: moreover he mentions two very re-
markable matters of fa&, viz. the taking of the King’s
Cabinet with a confiderable part of thefe papers by
the Rebels in the battle of Nafeby, and their being
afterwards reftor’d to the King.

2. Dr. Rbodes, who conduded the King from New-
ark_to Oxford in difguife, and on many occafions at-
tended him, read part of the King’s book written in
the King’s own Hand.

3. We have feveral proofs of the following fa&s, —
that fo much of the King’s book as was then written
(probably more than the firft 17 chapters) being feiz'd
by the Rebels in the unfortunate battle of Nufedy, was
kept in the Conqueror’s hands above two years, -- that
during that interval three Perfons in particular faw and
read the papersin the King’s own hand writing —viz.
the Earl of Manchefler, Mr. Prynne, and Col. Oskey.

4. Judge Morton, then a Colonel in the King’s ar-
my, read on one fide of a Paper, which the King
gave him hattily to write down fome inftrucions
a pa-agraph which afterwards he faw in the beginning

of
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of the 21ft chapter in the King’s own hand-writing.

s. The Rev. Mr. Dillingham at Holdenby read one
chapter of the Book frefh written by the King him-
felf.

6. It appears that the King employd Dr. Gorge
and Arch-Bp. Ufber to recover his papers out of the
Rebells hands — and at length Major Huntington ob-
fain’d them from General Fuirfax, and reftor’d them
to the King at Hampton-court —— that in the mean
time, before he reftored them, he favourd Sr Fe-
remy Whubcott with a fight of them, who having pe-
rus’d them tranfcrib’d about 17 chapters.

7. In 1647 Sr. Jobn Brattle and his father were
employ’d in methodizing the loofe papers, all wrote
with the King’s own Hand.

8. Mr. Levet,Page of the Bedchamber in ordinaryto
his Majefty, faw the King at feveral times writing
fome of his meditations — read them often and had
the care and cuftody of them, and deliver'd them to
the King at Hurft Caftle.

9. Mr. Anthony Mildmay had a Bible given him by
the King, where feveral parts of SS. efpecially the
Pfalms, were mark’d by the King; and comparing
thefe mark’d places with the Eidr, he found them to
be the fame which were us’d in that book.

10. Captain Wade attending the King in the Ifle
of Wight faw part of the book in the King’s own
writing.

11. Serjeant Brown faw it in loofe papers pinn’d up
behind the hangings in Carisbrook Caftle.

12, Col: Hammond faw-the King writing fome of

L it
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it, which he took the liberty to read, and moreover
had fome of the fheets in rough-draught under the
King’s hands in his own pofleffion after the King’s
murder.

13. Mr. Reading (who by order of the Parliament
attended the King in the place of fome of his fervants
whom they had difmifs’d) faw the King writing it —
moreover he wrote fome of it himfelf the King di-
&ating to him.

14. Oliver Cromwell did not {cruple to own that the
King wrote it.

15. The Author of the Eixdr 5 msi (publifh’d in
1649 in anfwer to a libel againft the King entitled
Eixdy andini) faw it in the King’s hand — heard the
King own it —— afferts that many perfons had feen it
in the King’s hand — that even then it might be feen
by any that wou’d give themfelves the trouble of look-
ing after it.

16. Mr. Royflon had an order from the King to
print it in the beginning of Odober ; — the book it-
felf was fent him Dec, 23 ; and according to that or-
der it was a&ually printed before Fan. 30. Mr. Mil-
bowrn and Mr. Clifford affifted at the printing it —-
the Copy they printed by was written by Mr. Odars
fecretary to Sr. ¥. Nicholas — moreover Mr Herne at-
tefts that Mr. Odart and others took copies of it.

17. Mr. Dugard alfo at the fame time printed it —
* the Copy he us'd was in the King’s own hand, '

18. Mr. Simmons convey’d both thefe copies to the
Prefs — he corre&ed the proof-fheets — he affirm’d
all along, and efpecially on his death-bed, that the

Book
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Book was of the King’s own writing — that the Co-
py by which Mr. Dagard printed it was written in
the King’s own hand. .

19. Dr. Hooker, who corre&ed this book at Dug-
ard’s Prefs, attefts that Mr. Simmons receivid it from
the King himfelf, taking it from under his blue
Watchet Waiitcoat ; and that the Fontifpiece and
Motto’s were drawn by the King’s own hand, and wrote
with his own Pencil. _

20. Sr. Thomas Herbert had one of the Copies writ-
ten by the King’s own hand left him as a Legacy by
the King. -

21. Laftly, King Charles 11, had alfo another Copy
in the King’s hand, which he fhew’d to Mr. Wood at
Breda.

After all this is it not aftonithing, that any man
of common fenfe and honefty fhou’d deny K. Charles
to be the Author of the Eixdr Bamnai? we have before
us accumulated evidences, dire& pofitive teftimony,
by which the fa& is inconteftably prov’d. Were it
a matter of Right or Property in difpute, where firi&
legal proof was requir'd, even this is not wanting in
the prefent cafe. 1 am fure more proof is found than
cou’d reafonably be expedted; and I fyrther add, more
than needed to be alledged ; fince the intrinfick, evi-
dence alone is fufficient ; — fince the work itfelf con-
tains reafons fufficient to determine the perf{wafion
of every confiderate man; the peculiarity of the mat-
ter and manner of writing — the mention of feveral
tranfaltions — the motives — and circumftances of
certain proccedings which cou’d be known only by

L2 the
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the Party immediately interefted, nor cou’d be ex-
prefs'd fo feclingly by any other Pen, —— and that
inimitable ftrain of lively, copious eloquence, which
animates the whole performance — thefe are chara-
&ers, which point out the true Author, and admit of
no counterfeit. But, as this is a matter of Criticifm
arifing from a comparative view of things, I muftleave
it fubmitted to the judgment of the intelligent Read-
er, which in the mean while I can fearce help antici-
pating in fo clear a cafe. Whether the King did acually
write the Eixay Baanind is a matter of fa& to be deter-
min’d by proper evidence — yet I muft here remark
one circumftance in his behalf, which cannot be ap-
plied to the cafe of Dr. Gauden, viz. that his abilities
in point of parts, learning, and knowledge have been
generally allow’d: He was efteem’d capable of writing
it: His fad experience furnifh’d him with dire& and
immediate knowledge of many important tranfa&tions,
which the Do&or cou’d no more defcribe, than feel :
His capacity as a Writer had been involuntarily prov’d
by his enemies, who contrary to the rules of decency
and humanity publifh’d his private Letters &c. And af-
terwards in every conference and paper-controverfy
they had continually frefh convictions ; and many of
them exprefs'd their admiration of his abilities, as a
Statefman and Divine, when in folitude, and deftitute
of all affiftance, he maintain’d the difpute againft their
moft able champions, and appear’d fuperior in the man-
agement of his argument as well as the merits of his
Caufe. Itwou'd indeed be a very uneafy exercife of the

Reader’s patience to read over all that Dr. Gauden has
' wrote
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wrote, but I am perfwaded he upon examination will
foon perceive he never did or cou’d write any thing

like the Eixdr Bamund; {o that upon this footing, confi-
~ dering only the charatters of the Perfons, and abftra&-
ing from the proofs of the fals, the account, which
afcribes the honour of the performance to Dr. Gauden,
appears on the face of the thing altogether incredible,
and that in favour of K. Charles will at leatt appear
probable. But when all the evidences on both fides of
the queftion are ftated in a fair light, the point will
be at once determin’d, the King’s right will be for ever
eftablifh’d : even prejudic’d men may at laft receive ’
convi&tion, and be atham’d of their own credulity
and the impudence of the aftonithing accufation.

F I NTIS.
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